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full amount claimed by this Government from the 
French as an extra appropriation for repairing the 
navy, and completing the fortifications of the 
country, and by hard knocks, make the French 
pay the whole expense for the trouble of collecting 
our just debts in that way. 

It will come to that at last, and when we send 
off our gallant seamen to undertake the work, let |, 
those who are now anxiously watching the results || 
of our deliberations, start with light hearts and 
fuller pockets, leaving a better prospect of com- 
forts and happiness behind them, and entering 
with increased ardor and renewed spirit into the 
service of a country liberal enough to reward and |, 
honor them; at least, sir, the bill shall have my 
hearty and most ardent support. 

Mr. CHILTON here moved the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. WARD moved a call of the House. \| 

On this question, Mr. HARDIN called for the || 
yeas and nays; which were ordered, and taken; | 
when there appeared—yeas 10], nays 103. 

So the House refused to second the call. 

The question was then taken on seconding the 
previous question; which was decided, by tellers, 
in the affirfmative—ayes 116, noes 24. 

The main question, ‘‘ Shall the bill pass?”’ was 
then put and taken by yeas and nays—yeas 117, | 
nays 102; as follows: 

YEAS——Mesers. John Q. Adams, John Adams, | 
Heman Allen, Anthony, Archer, Ashley, Banks, | 
Barber, Barnitz, Bates, Baylies, Beale, Bell, Binney, | 
Bodle, Boon, Briggs, Brown, Bull, Burd, Burges, | 
Cage, Cambreleng, Campbell, Carmichael, Cham- | 
bers, William Clark, Clay, Clayton, Coffee, || 
Cramer, Crane, Crockett, Darlington, Deberry, 
Denny, Dickson, Evans, Edward Everett, Horace 
Everett, Ewing, Ferris, Fillmore, Foster, Fulton, | 
Gamble, Garland, Gholson, Gorham, Grennell, 
Hannegan, Hazeltine, Heath, Henderson, How- 
ell, Huntington, William Jackson, Ebenezer Jack- 
son, William Cost Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, 
Henry Johnson, Seaborn Jones, Kavanagh, King, 
Lane, Lay, Lincoln, Love, Loyall, Lucas, Lytle, 
Manning, Martindale, Marshall, John Y. Mason, 
McComas, McKim, McKinley, Mercer, Milli- 
gan, Miner, Moore, Morgan, Murphy, Parker, 
Patton, Dutee J. Pearce, Phillips, Pickens, Pinck- 
ney, Pope, Potts, Reed, Rencher, William B. 
Shepard, Slade, Sloane, Spangler, Steele, Stod- | 
dert, William P. Taylor, P. Thomas, Trumbull, | 
Turner, Tweedy, Vance, Vanderpoe), Van Hou- 
ten, Vinton, Ward, Watmough, White, F’rederick 
Whittlesey, Elisha Whittlesey, Wilde, Wilson, 
Wise, and Young—118. 

NAYS—Messrs. John J. Allen, Chilton Allan, | 
William Allen, Barringer, Bean, Beardsley, Beatty, 
Beaumont, Bockee, Bunch, Burns, Bynum, Carr, | 
Casey, Chaney, Chilton, Chinn, Clairborn, Sam- | 
uel Clark, Clowney, Connor, Coulter, Day, Dick- 
erson, Dunlap, Forester, Fowler, Philo C. Fuller, | 


| 


| 
j 
| 


| 





William K. Fuller, Galbraith, Gillet, Gilmer, | 


Gordon, Graham, Grayson, Griffin, Joseph Hall, 
Thomas H. Hall, Halsey, Hamer, Hard, Hardin, 
Harper, Harrison, Hathaway, Hawkins, Hawes, 
Hiester, Hubbard, Inge, Janes, Jarvis, Noadiah 
Johnson, Cave Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Kil- 
re, Kinnard, Lansing, Laporte, Lea, Lee, 
sewis, Lyon, Abijah Mann, Joel K. Mann, Mar- 
dis, Moses Mason, May, Mclntire, McKay, | 


ert Mitchell, Muhlenberg, Osgood, Page, Parks, 
Patterson, Franklin Pierce, Pierson, 


Augustine H. Shepperd, Shinn, Smith, Standifer, 
Sutherland, William Taylor, Francis Thomas, 


and, on motion of Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, 


|, ments made by that department for the year | 
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postponed till Friday next. 
PUBLIC DEPOSITES. 

The House then took up the motion submitted 
some days since by Mr. Piummer, to recon- 
sider the vote on the amendment offered by Mr. 
Bryney to the bill te ore the deposite of the | 
public moneys of the United States in certain local | 
banks. 

Mr. POLK addressed the House, and pro- 
pounded some inquiries to Mr. Binney, in rela- 
tion to the nature and intention of his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BINNEY replied. He added that he had 
no special objection to the reconsideration; for he 
believed he could convince the House of the pro- 
priety of his amendment. 

Mr. POLK resumed his remarks, but finally 
gave way to a motion for adjournment. 

On motion of Mr. MANN, of New York, 

The House then adjourned. 


i} 
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IN SENATE. 
Tuorspay, February 19, 1835. 
The VICE PRESIDENT communicated a let- | 


| ter from the Treasury Department, transmitting | 


a statement of the contracts authorized, and pay- 


| 


1834. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
_Mr. PRENTISS, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported the House bill granting a pension 
to Simeon Meachum, without amendment. 


Mr. McKEAN, from the Committee on Pen- || 
sions, reported the House bills granting pensions || 


to Peter Doxtator and Jacob Weaver, without 


|| amendment; and intimated that when the bills 
should be called up, he would move for their | 


indefinite postponement. 


Mr. TOMLINSON, from the same committee, 
reported the House bills granting pensions to 


| Samuel M. Asberry and Francis St. Cuir, without 


amendment; and with the expression of an opinion 
by the committee against the passage of the last 
named bill. 

DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, on leave given,—previous 
notice having been dispensed with,—introduced a 
bill further to suspend the operation of certain 
provisions of ‘* An act to alter and amend the sev- 
eral acts imposing duties on imports, approved 


imous consent, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 
WALTER LOOMIS AND ABEL GAY. 

On motion of Mr. TOMLINSON, the Senate 
considered, as in Committee of the Whole, the 
bill for the relief of Walter Loomis and Abel Gay; 
when it was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time. 

RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 

The following resolutions, lying on the table, 

were considered and adopted: 


By Mr. HENDRICKS: 


to cause a survey to be made of a road from the 


McLene, McVean, Miller, Henry Mitchell, Rob- | Maumee bay through the northern counties of 





Indiana, to or near the rapids of Illinois river, 


|| and thence to the Mississippi river, to some point 
lummer, | 


Polk, Ramsay, Reynolds, Robertson, Schenck, | 


between Rock Island and Quincy. 


| By Mr. KENT: 
| Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 





Thomson, Turrill, Wagener, Wardwell, Web- 
ster, Whallon, and Williams—102. 
So the bill was passed. 


O. H. DIBBLE. 


The joint resolution relative to the settlement of | 


the accounts of O. H. Dibble was next taken up, 


17 


| be directed to transmit to the Senate any inform- 


ation he may possess in relation to the obstruc- || 


| tions in the navigation of the Potomac between 
| Washington and Georgetown, in this District. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The following bilis from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were read twice and referred: 


4 


| 
| 


\| 
| 
i] 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| P 


14th July, 1834;’? which was read twice by unan- || 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed || 
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A bill to increase the pay of the navy of the 
United States; 

A supplement to the act authorizing an exten- 
sion of the lateral branch of the Balumore and 
Ohio railroad within the District of Columbia; and 

A bill to allow additional compensation to the 
| district attoruey of the United States, for the dis- 
| trict of South Carolina. 


OFFENCES AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 


On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, the Senate con- 
sidered, as in Committee of the Whole, the bill 
amendatory of the act for the punishment of 
offences against the United States. 

Mr. CLAYTON rose briefly to explain the pro- 
visions of the bill. He said the object of the 
| Judiciary Committee in reporting it, was todefine 
/and punish the revolt of crews of American ships. 
| The act of 1820 makes revolt a crime punishable 
| with death, but does not define the offence. The 
| courts have given ita construction about which, it 
| is true, there is now no doubt; but it was thought 
| better by the committee to give it a definition b 
‘statute. There is another feature of the bill—it 

changes the punishment. In practice, criminals 

of this description often escape punishment alto- 

gether, owing to the excessive severity now im- 
| posed upon the offence. It was therefore thought 
| best by the committee to define it and attach such 
| severe punishment to it as would effectually sup- 
| press it. 


} 


| Mr. CLAYTON then moved to amend the bill 
| by striking out three years’ confinement at hard 
labor, at the discretion of the court, as the maxi- 
mum of punishment for revolt, and inserting ten 
years in lieu thereof; which was agreed to. 
‘| On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, the bill was 
|| further amended by striking out one year and 
|| inserting five years’ imprisonment as the extremity 
| of punishment for inciting to revolt. 
On his motion the bill was further amended by 
|| increasing the maximum of punishment from one 
to five years’ imprisonment against captains, 
mates, &c., for cruel beating of seamen. 
| After some further explanation of the legal pro- 
|| visions of the bill, it was reported to the Senate, 
| and the amendments were concurred in. 
|| Mr. SHEPLEY then moved to strike out the 
| words in the bill which authorized punishment to 
| be extended to neglect of duty. 
|| Mr. CLAYTON opposed the motion, on the 
'| ground that it was only designed to apply to con- 
|| spiracies by the crew to neglect their duties, so as 
'| to endanger the safety of the ship and crew. 
The motion was disagreed to, and the bill was 
| then ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


| CHARLES J. CATLETT. 
j 
‘ 


On motion of Mr. NAUDAQN, the Senate pro- 
| ceeded to consider, as in Committee of the Whole, 
|| the bill for the relief of Charles J. Catlett. 
|| [This bill provides payment for a large quantity 
| of tobacco, together with a building in whicha 
| portion of it was stored, at Magruder’s Ferry 
, warehouse, Nottingham warehouse, and Cedar 
| Point.warehouse, on the Chesapeake Bay, which 
| was destroyed by the British troops, during the 
| last war. ] 
| The merits of the bill were discussed at some 
length by Messrs. NAUDAIN, BELL, and 
SHEPLEY, who contended that the case did not 
come within the principle which had heretofore 
| governed Congress in making compeneation for 
private property destroyed by the enemy in time 
of war. 
| The opposite ground was taken by Messrs 
| TYLER, POINDEXTER, KING, of Alabama, 
'and FRELINGHUYSEN. 
The question being on the engrossment of the 
|| bill, Mr. SHEPLEY asked for the yeas and nays; 
| which were ordered, and are as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Bibb, Clay, Cuthbert, Ewing, 
| Goldsborough, Grundy, Kane, Kent, King of 
' Alabama, Linn, McLean, Mangum, Moore, Poin- 
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dexter, Porter, Robbins, Smith, Southard, Tyler, 
Waggaman, Webster, W hite—22. 


NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Black, Brown, | 


Buchanan, Calhoun, Clayton, Frelinghuysen, 
Hendricks, Hill, King of Georgia, Knight, Mor- 
ris, Nauduin, Prenties, Preston, Ruggles, Shep- 
ley, Swift, Tallmadge, Tipton, Tomlinson, 
Wright—23. 

So the Senate refused to order the bill to be 
engrossed. 


THE FOUR YEARS’ LAW. 
The Senate then proceeded to the special order, 


being the bill to repeal the act limiting the term | 


of certain officers, commonly called the four years’ 
law. 

Mr. GRUNDY resumed and concluded his re- 
marks in opposition to the bill, when 

Mr. BIBB rose and eaid, he did not intend to 
enter into a debate on this question, but to bring 


forward certain facts which the honorable Sena- | 


tor from Tennessee [Mr. Grunpy] had found con- 
venient to pass over. The Senate were aware 
that by extracting certain passages and paragraphs, 


facts might be made to appear far different from | 


what they really were. That honorable Senator 
had, by reading sentences from the bill, and re- 
ferring to former votes on the subject, ingeniously 
attempted to place gentlemen there in the pre- 
dicament of having changed their opinions on this 
subject. Mr. B. then went on to show, by read- 
ing from documents, and to explain how the for- 
mer bill on that subject had been disposed of, and 
in such a way as he thought would exculpate Sena- 
tors from the charge brought against them. 

Mr. CLAYTON rose, he said, to correct the 
statement made by the Senator from Tennessee 
{Mr. Gronvr] with regard to the resolution call- 
ing upon the President for his reasons for making 
a removal ina certain instance. The honorable 
Senator had mentioned that as the only instance of 
the kind; but he believed there were many more. 


Mr. C. then mentioned several other instances | 
where the Senate had called on the President for || 
Among others he referred to the || 


his reasons. 
proceedings with respect to the ‘‘ Panama mis- 
sion,’’ and the case of the dismissal of certain 
military officers, where the nominees had been re- 
jected, not on account of any objection to them, 
but because the Senate thought that others ought 
to have the places. 


Mr. C. had no doubt of the propriety of calling || 


upon the President for information with regard 
to dismissals. 
was, not whether the President had the power of 


removal, or not, but whether Congress had a right || 
He was || 


to regulate that power by law or not. fF 
aware that the honorable Senator from Ohio (Mr. 


Ewe] had placed the question on the ground of || 


the constitutionality of that power; and it might, 
perhaps, be so nearly allied to this bill as to come 
within the scope of discussion; but still that was 
not the question to be decided by the Senate. 

Mr. C. did not deny the right of removal; he 
stood on the same ground as the decision of 1798. 
In this, he differed with most of his political 
friends. 
the bill, inasmuch as he thought that the power 
flowed, not from the general grant, that all ex- 


ecutive power should be vested in the President, | 
but in that part where it says the President shall || 


see the law executed; and hence it might be regu- 
lated by law. Impeachment seemed to be the 


only restraint on executive power contemplated || 


by the Constitution. And where that power was 


exercised by the President for self-aggrandizement || 


and political purposes, all would agree that he 
ought to be impeached. 
impeached? That was a difficult question. 

Mr. C. said the only control the Senate had over 


the power of removal was the right of rejection. | 


And if a meritorious: officer, who had discharged 
his duty with fidelity and good faith, should be 
removed, the only remedy was to reject the parti- 
san who might be nominated by the President to 
fill his place; and this he would do, rejecting the 


But the question before the Senate | 


He also differed with the opposers of i 


But how was he to be 


first, the second, third, and so on, ad infinitum. 
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deprecated such a course, and hoped the question 
|| would not be decided by a party vote. 


dent should be brought to light and spread before 
the people. It was a favor that every dismissed 
officer had a right todemand. The charges had 
been made, and would be filed away in the re- 
|, ceases of the Post Office or some other office. 
| The accused would be debarred from ever seeing 
or knowing what they were, and some fifty years 


| afterwards, these charges, made against him by 


Mr. C. was anxious thatthe reasons of the Presi- || 


February 19, 





; ee 
i 


| porate the Alexandria Savings Society; which wag 
|| read twice and committed. 


|| Mr. KING, from the Committee on the District 
|| of Columbia, reported a bill for the suppression 
of lotteries, and the sale of lottery tickets, in the 
|| District of Columbia; which was read twice and 
|| committed. 


} Mr. PINCKNEY, from a special committee, 


| reported a bill for the relief of the legal represent. 
} ative of Thomas W. Bacot, late of Charleston. 


a political enemy ,and lodged on the records of some || South Carolina, deceased; which was read twice 


department, might be brought forward 


posterity. For such reasons he should vote for 
| the bill. 


inst his || 


and committed. 


Mr. C. ALLAN, from the Committee on Ter. 
| ritories, reported, with an amendment, a bill from 


Mr. CUTHBERT had the greatest respect for || the Senate, granting to the corporation of the 


the intelligence, learning, and moral qualities of 
the honorable Senator from Delaware, (Mr. Ciay- 
ToN.] He would appeal to him, what would be 
the effect if the doctrine he had advocated should 
be carried out, that of strenuously rejecting all 
appointments, if not made to suit his own notions? 
He would ask the Senator if, in thus acting, he was 
himeelf free entirely from party motives? And if 
the Senate acted from party motives, would it not 
be impeachable as ve as the President? What 
would be the character, then, of the Senate? It 


would be perpetually occupied in examining rea- | 


sons and rejecting nominations. He would repeat, 
what would be the character of the Senate? 

Mr. CLAYTON replied briefly. The Senate 
was not impeachable; but there is another remedy 

rovided to correct abuses in that body. But the 

resident was impeachable. 

ne CUTHBERT replied in a few words; 
when 


Mr. POINDEXTER, rising, expressed an 





borough of Mackinaw a lot of ground for public 

one The amendment was adopted, and the 
ill ordered to be read a third time. 

| _ Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Revolu- 

| tionary Claims, reported, without amendment, the 


| bill from the Senate for the relief of George Hurl- 
| but; which was committed. 





| Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on 
| Commerce, reported a bill to fix the number and 
|| compensation of the officers of the customs, and 
|| to alter certain collection districts; which was read 
|| twice, committed to the Committee of the Whole 
|| on the state of the Union, and made the special 
|| order of the day for Thursday next. 

|| On motion of Mr. SUTHERLAND, two thou- 
| sand extra copies of the foregoing bill were ordered 
| to be printed. . 

| Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the same commit- 
|| tee, reported, without amendment, the bill from 
| the Senate making an appropriation for certain 





intention, if the debate was to be continued, of | improvements at Mobile Point, and in Mobile bay ; 


offering his views on the subject under consider- 
ation. 

The question was called for from different parts 
of the House; but Mr. CALHOUN moved to 
adjourn; which was agreed to. 

When the Senate adjourned. 





| HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Tuorspay, February 19, 1835. 
Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD rose, and stated that 
/ his name had been inadvertently omitted in the 
yeas and nays on the engrossment of the navy 
_ pay bill. He had voted in the negative on that 
_ question, and he moved that his vote be recorded; 
|| which was agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


|| of the General Assembly of 


laid on the table and directed to be printed. 
Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee on In- 


| dian Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of certain || 


Choctaw Indians; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. CHINN, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill-conterning the 
orphans’ court of the county of Washington, in 
| the District of Columbia; which was read twice, 

and committed. 


Mr. CHINN, from the Committee on the Dis- 


|| trict of Columbia, reported the following resolu- | 


| tion; which was rejected: 

Resolved, That this House will, on Monday 
next, from and after the hour of twelve, proceed 
| to consider bills reported by the Committee on the 
| District of Columbia. 

‘|| Mr. GILMER, from the Committee on Indian 
|| Affairs, reported a bill to secure in perpetuity to 
| the Cherokee Indians residing east of the Missis- 

sippi, a country west of that river; to extinguish 
their rights of ownership in Georgia; to provide 


| for the removal of such as are desirous of emigra- | 


|| ting, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
|| and committed. 


Mr. GILMER, from the same committee, re- | 


Mr. CHINN, on leave, ao resolutions | ~ 
irginia, on the sub- | 
ject of certain revolutionary claims; which were | 


| which was committed. 


| Mr. MUHLENBERG, from the Committee on 
| Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief 
| of the legal representative of Captain John Wil- 
| son, cane ; which was read twice and com- 
| mitted. 


__ Mr. MAY, from the Committee on Private 
| Land Claims, made an unfavorable report upon a 
| petition which had been referred to said committee. 
Mr. KINNARD, from the Committee on Rev- 
} olutionary Claims, made an unfavorable report on 
} the petition of John M. S. McKnight, administra- 
tor of Dr. Charles McKnight. 
| Mr. KINNARD, from the same committee, 
_made an unfavorable report on the petition of 
| Marcus Brown. 


| 
| Which reports were severally ordered to be 


inted. 

Mr, SEVIER made an appeal to the House to 
take up and order to a third reading several bills 
|| which had some days pene passed through 
|| committee relating to the Territories, and which 
|| were of great importance to those concerned. He, 
however, varied his motion, to allow Mr. Hawes 


| an opportunity of making a report from a com- 
| mittee. 


WEST POINT ACADEMY. 
Mr. HAWES, from the select committee 
| raised on the subject, made a report, accompanied 
| by a bill to modify the system of military instruc- 
| tion in the West Point Academy; which was read 
| twice. 
| Mr. HAWES moved that the bill be committed 
|| to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
| Union, and that the bill, together with the report, 
| be printed. 
| Mr. DICKERSON called for the reading of the 
| bill; which being read, 
|. Mr. D. rose and said, Mr. Speaker, I regret 
| that I am called upon toattempt to arrest the prog- 
| ress of the committee, and particularly at this 
|| stage of their proceeding. But 1 consider it my 
| duty, now, here to object, not only to the printing 
|| of this report, but to its reception in this House 
|| as the report of the committee. 
As to the duties and privileges of committees of 
|| this House, I contend, in the first place, that it is 
| necessary that every member should be present, 








} : ; ° os . 
Such was the maxim he had laid down as the rule || ported a bill making appropriations for holding 
of his conduct, and without information he should || Indian treaties; which was read twice and referred 
not know how to act. He thought the Senator || the Committee of Ways and Means. 
from Tennessee [Mr. Grunpy] had artfully at- | Mr. VANDERPOEL, from the Committee on 
tempted to give the question a political cast. He |\ the District of Columbia, reported a Dill to incor- 


| or have an opportunity of being present, at the 
} meetings of the committee, and if they have not 
'| that opportunity, no report can be made which 
\| can with propriety be considered the report of 
'| that committee. 
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[The chairman of the committee [Mr. Hawes] 


here inquired whether the gentleman from New | 


Jersey intended to assert or insinuate that the 

committee had not been properly summoned. ]} 
Mr. D. proceeded. ve 

but state the general proposition, and will let the 

House understand the use I intend to make of it 


I sit down; and from the feelings of friend- | 
ae ‘ z | facts and of statistical tables, was adopted b 


ship which I have for the chairman and, indeed, 
for all of the majority of the committee, I have an 


assurance that any remarks which | may make | | ( ote | 
| Opposition to the wishes of the minority, who 
claimed the right before voting to examine the 
| report. 
|| has been done, and that the minority of that com- | 


upon this subject will not be considered personal 
or of an unfriendly character. ee 
I contend, further, that it is not only the privi- 
lege of every member of a committee, but their 
duty, to consult together and discuss the matters 
submitted to their investigation. This is an essen- 


tial privilege of each member, and the duty of | 


have no such intention; | 


| 
| 





all. If, then, a majority of a committee should | 


deprive the minority of this privilege, | insist that 


any report which should be made under the cir- | 
cumstances could not be considered as the report | 


of the committee. In this respect the report of 
a committee may justly be compared with the 
report of arbitrators or referees, their report may 
be valid and effectual, if signed by a majority; 
but it is essential to its validity that it be the 
result of the consultation of the whole, although 
by the terms of the submission it be agreed that 
the report of the majority shall be final and con- 
clusive. 


in order to show the application of the princi- | 


ples which I have submitted to the House, | will 
now proceed to state the facts connected with the 
case; and | take this course, not from any personal 
considerations, but because I believe that if the 
report be received and adopted as the report of a 
committee composed of a member from each State, 
it would have an effect prejudicial to the institu- 
tion; and believing as I do that the institution is 
one which ought not to be destroyed, I cannot 
consent to any measure which in my opinion will 
have that tendency. 

It will be recollected by the House that this 
committee was organized in the early part of the 
session. Soon afterwards they’ had a meeting. 
A majority of the committee appeared, and I have 
no doubt but that all were regularly summoned. 
Upon that occasion a sub-committee of five was 
appointed to investigate certain points which were 
designated, and to make report thereon to the 
main committee. 1 do not at this moment recol- 
lect the exact words of the resolution appointing 
that sub-committee, but my impression was, and 
still is, that the duty assigned to that sub-com- 
mittee was to report the facts which were desig- 
nated in the resolution, and not to report argu- 
ments or conclusions. The investigation of the 
facts necessary to enable the committee at large 
to draw their conclusions, was a duty which could 
not well have been performed by the whole com- 
mittee, and therefore that duty was assigned to a 
sub-committee, by whom it could more conve- 
niently be executed. Another circumstance which 
satisfies me that I am correct in my impressions 
as to the duty of the sub-committee is, that the 


original resolution which was introduced before || 


the committee for the appointment of this sub- 
committee, authorized them in very terms to report 
their ‘ opinion” upon the different points of inves- 
tigation. This feature in the resolution became 
the subject of discussion before the committee, and 
upon my motion the word * opinion”’’ was stricken 
out of the resolution, and, as I understood it, upon 
the express ground that the sub-committee were 
to report the facts only. I would never have con- 
sented to delegate the whole power of the com- 
mittee to the sub-committee, but was willing that 
they should report the facts, in order that the 
committee might discuss those facts, and make 
such conclusions, and report thereon, as the case 
might require. About ten days ago the commit- 
ee were again summoned to meet in the evening, 
upon which occasion, nineteen of the committee 
appeared. [ attended that meeting, expecting to 
hear a report of the facts called for by the resolu- 
tion appointing the sub-committee, and to proceed 
to execute the duty assigned to us by this House, 
by discussing the matters referred to us, and 
reporting the result of our deliberations. But 
instead of this, a full report is made by the sub- 


| 











| liberty to make a report in relation to it? 
'a part of the Government, and was under the 
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ments, and conclusions, accompanied by the bill | 
which has just been read. The reading of this | 


= occupied the time until a late hourat night, 
whe 


n it was adopted. Yes, sir, this report of the 
sub-committee, which had occupied them most of | 
the session to make, and taken more than two | 
hours to read, and embracing a great variety of 


the committee by a vote of ten to nine, accord- 
ing to my recollection; and that vote taken in 


In this respect, I consider that injustice 


mittee have been deprived of their rights. No 
opportunity was given for the examination or 
discussion of the important measure under con- 
sideration; and it places the report upon the same 
ground that it would have stood, if the minority 
of the committee had never been summoned to 
attend the meeting. It is a mere mockery to 


/summon a member of a committee to attend, if 
_ he cannot have the opportunity, when assembled, 


of executing, in a free, deliverate, and proper 


_manner, the duties which are assigned to him, by | 
| his appointment. 

Mr. D. concluded by moving that the report | 
and bill be recommitted to the committee. 


Mr. HAWES (the chairman of the select com- 


| mittee) said this was a most singular proceeding. 
He thought the House would be of the same | 
|| opinion when the facts should be stated. 
would ask if such was the sanctity of this institu- | 
| tion that a committee of twenty-four members, 


selected from each State in the Union, were not at 


| control of Congress. What do weseehere? An 
| objection has been made at the very outset toa 


| institution to atoms. 

In a few days after the committee was appointed 
he had called a meeting of thesame. He had sent 
a summons to every member of the committee, 


|innocent. A majority attended the meeting. In 
| consequence of the largeness of the committee, it 


| was deemed expedient to appoint a sub-committee | 


| of five, to collect facts and report to the committee. 
| Could the gentleman from Man Jersey (Mr. Dick- 
| ERSON] expect that the sub-committee would report 
| the facts without explaining them; that they would 
give figures without explaining them? If he did, 
he was a wiser man than he supposed him to be; 
and he would admit that he was very wise. 

The sub-committee, after a laborious investiga- 
| tion, announced to him (Mr. H.) that they were 
| prepared to report. He again called a meeting of 
| the committee. The meeting took place. 
| House met at eleven o’clock; and for want of time 
| the committee adjourned to meet at his room at 
| Brown’s on the same evening. Each member 
| was notified to attend. A majority of the com- 


| clusion of the report. A proposition was made 
| by the gentleman from Alabama (Mr. Lewis] that 





| the report of the sub-committee be adopted as the | 
| report of the whole committee. This proposition | 


| was discussed fully and freely. He recollected 


|| that the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. Asuvev] | 
| made two speeches, the gentleman from Ohio, | 
| (Mr. Aten,] and the gentleman from Indiana, 


| (Mr. Hannecan,] also made speeches. Indeed, 
| he believed that all the members present, except 
| the chairman, took part in the debate. The vote 
| was finally taken, and the report and bill of the 
| sub-committee were adopted—ayes 10, noes 8, 
| (one member having left the room.) It was the 
| privilege of every member of a committee to be 
| present at its meetings, if they choose. The chair- 
| man had no authority to force their attendance. 
| In this instance all were summoned, and nineteen 
| out of the twenty-four attended. The minority 
| of the committee asked that the report should not 
| be made forthwith. The majority yielded to this 
| request, and Se allowed one more day than 
| they a 
| mittee, he should have reported on yesterday if he 


committee, occupying more than two hours in |! had been permitted by the House. The minority || except in the larger cities. 


He. 


It was | 


and if they did not receive them he, at least, was | ‘ 
| the department in the year 1834, pursuant to the 
|| several acts of Congress; which was laid on the 


he | 


| mittee accordingly met. The sub-committee made | 
a report, which wasread. The bill was not read | 
because it was substantially set forth in the con- | 


nder the instructions of the com- | 
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| reading, and containing facts, opinions, argu- |’ had also requested the ahasiinnia to furnish them 


with the report and documents, for the purpose, 
as he understood, thata review of the report might 
be prepared. He declined furnishing the report, 
but tendered the documents which formed its basis, 
in order that the minority might, if they thought 
proper, draw up a counter report. He was told 
that a portion of the majority were in favor of 
submitting the report to the minority; to which he 
replied that, under the circumstances of the case, 
he would take the responsibility of withholding it. 
These were the facts which preceded the report 
which he had just made; and he would leave tt to 
the House to say whether or not the course pur- 
sued by the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
DickeR30Nn} was not most extraordinary and un- 
called for. 


When Mr. HAWES concluded his remarks, 
several gentlemen rose to address the House, but 
further proceedings on the subject were arrested 
by a motion submitted by 

Mr. POLK, to proceed to the consideration of 
the orders of the day; which was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United 
States; which was committed to a Committee of 


| the Whole on the state of the Union, and directed 
| to be printed. 


Wasuinoton, February 18th, 1835. 
To the House of Representatives: 

Since my message a few days ago relating to 
Choctaw reservations, other documents on the 
same subject have been received from the locating 
agent, which are mentioned in the accompanying 
report of the Secretary of War, and which | also 


| transmit herewith for the information and consid- 
| eration of Congress. 
report which he was bold to say would blow the || 


|| REPORT FROM SECRETARY OF TREASURY. 


ANDREW JACKSON. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 


| letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, enclos- 


ing a statement of the contracts entered into- by 


table and ordered to be printed. 


DEPOSITE BANKS. 


The bill to regulate the deposite of the public 
|| moneys of the United States in certain local banks 
|| was taken up. 
| _ The question pending was the motion of Mr. 
PLumMMER, to reconsider the vote of the House 
| adopting the following amendment of Mr. Binney 
|| to the bull: 
|| Strike out the second article of the section, and 
|| in lieu thereof insert the following: 
‘*To keep in its vaults an amount of specie 
‘ which, together with the balance of allits accounte 
|| * with specie paying banks, shall be equal to one- 
| ‘fifth of the amount of its notes and bills in cir 
‘ culation, and its public and private deposites.”” 
At the end of the fourth article of the second 
section insert two additional articles as follows: 
|  Fifthly. To do and perform the duties of 
‘pension agent without any allowance or com- 
‘ pensation, except forthe actual cost of books and 
‘ stationery. 

‘* Sizthly. To pay interest quarterly into the 
| * Treasury, at the rate of ten percent. perannum, 
‘ on the average balance of the public moneys on 
‘ deposite, over and above a sum which shall be 
‘equal to five per ceutum of its capital actually 
||‘ paid in: Provided, That no interest be payable 
| * when the said average quarterly balance does not 
|| ‘exceed fifty thousand dollars. ’” 
|| Mr. POLK (who was entitled to the floor) pro- 
|| ceeded to say that, under existing circumstances, 
| he should confine what he had to say within as 
| brief a space as possible, and proceed to show the 
|| inexpediency of adopting the amendment in ques- 
‘| tion. He remarked that he had the other day 
|| demonstrated to some extent that, if the construc- 
| tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania {Mr. 
|| Buyney] were to be placed upon the amendment, 

it would ae destroy and break up the whole 
system of employing local banks as fiscal agents 


| of the Government in every part of the country, 
n the cities the banks 
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were enabled to make daily settlements, and strike 
decly balances; but the country banks had no 
such opportunity. He would puta strong case: 
The Choctaw lands were in market, and the de- 
posite bank at Natchez had necessarily, at occa- 
sional times, a large amount of the public money; 
and the receivers being compelled to receive, not 
apecie, but notes of the Bank of the United States, 
how would the deposite bank be able to answer 
the call required by the above amendment? In 
September last year, the amount of public de- 
posites in that bank was half a million or more, 
and in January of the present year, it was nearly 
nine hundred thousand dollars. Some of this 
was in notes payable in Philadelphia, some in 
Boston, New York, and other cities, and of all the 
branches, perhaps, in the Union, for it was required 
to receive them; and what did the amendment pro- 
pose? Why, that they should not count anything 
as specie that was not metallic. It would becom- 
pelled instantly to transmit to Boston, Savannah, 
New York, and other places, the on roe 
there; and receive their balances back to Natchez. 
This would take months in transmitting, besides 
running a great risk in the double transportation. 
Nor was this all. During the time the deposite 
bank was lying out of all this money she must 
procure specie, at whatever cost, so as to keep up 
the requisite proportion, although the deposites 
were made in notes of the Bank of the United 
States. In other words, you would be requiring 
the deposite bank to receive the paper of the Bank 
of the United States, and not specie; while, at the 
same time, you would require that bank to answer 
for the same notes in specfe, losing the interest 
upon and use of the money, by the time consumed 
in procuring the balances and returns from the 
Bank of the United States. He affirmed that at 
no period since the Bank of the United States 
came into operation could the bank, or any one 
of its branches, have stood up under such a 
restriction as that proposed by the gentleman from 
Penneylvania; nor was a provision of such a 
character ever required before. 

Mr. P. had procured the several official returns 


of the branches of the Bank of the United States, | 


which all showed that they could not have existed 
under euch a restriction. Take one, the branch 
at Mobile. On the Ist of April, 1833, before the 
public deposites were removed from the Bank of 
the United States, it had of public and private 
deposites, notes in circulation, &c., overand above 
what was owing to the bank, $2,631,000. Now, 
according to the amendment proposed, this branch 
bank should have had $526,200, being one-fifth; so 
far from it, that it had only $136,000 in specie and 
specie paying banks, ‘The branch bank at Natchez, 
at the same period, had, of ee and private 
deposites, and notes in circulation, $1,531,000; 
while of specie, and notes of specie paying banks, 
it had only $76,000 to meet these liabilities; about 
atwentieth, instead of afifth. This would be the 
result of carrying out the principle of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, that it would be destruct- 
ive of the whole system of local depositories. 
Mr. P. would call upon all those gentlemen who 
desired this system to be carried out, to examine 
this point thoroughly, and they would see that if 
this amendment was adopted, it would be imprac- 
ticable, and would tend to drive them out of the 
ublic service, and throw the public treasury 
into the hands of receivers, or to compel the reés- 
tablishment of a national bank; a contingency 
which would inevitably follow. The provision 
was altogether a novel one, and had never been 
imposed upon the Bank of the United States or 
its branches. It added no greater security for the 
public moneys; it was no additional guarantee, 
and the provisions of the bill offered sufficient 
security. Mr. P. here referred to several of them, 
such as the limited powers with which the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury was clothed, &c. 
There was another view of the matter. The 
Bank of the United States was not compelled to 
take the notes of every other bank unless she 
chose to do so, while the deposite bank was com- 
pelied to take hers, and to keep a proportionate 
amount of specie for it also. By the amendment 
they would be compelled to increase their specie, 
as money might be paid in, and to hold it from 
circulation, however necessary it might be. 
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Binsey,] and without supposing any such inten- 

| ton could have been entertained by thatgentleman, 
| yet the conviction forced itself upon Mr. P.’s mind 


| that the source of the amendment had been pre- | 


| pared by that portion of the intelligent men in this 
country who were most desirous (he would not say 
from improper motives) for the establishment of a 


national bank. The effect of all the amendments, | 


if finally adopted by the House, would be to 
embarrass those new fiscal agents of the Govern- 
ment, and to bring them at least into disrepute. 
No plan could have been devised more effectually 
than these amendments. Why should these de- 
osite banks be required to do what had never 
~ done by the Bank of the United States or by 
any other bank? He alluded now particularly to 
the requisition that a monthly publication of the 
affairs of each deposite bank throughout the coun- 
try should be made in three newspapers in the 
city of Washington, so that their condition might 
be exposed to the Bank of the United States and 
to other banks, whilst the condition of the Bank 
of the United States, and allthe other banks, would 
be concealed. By doing this, the Bank of the 
United States would be enabled to select their 
victim, and by means of its extensive changes and 
in other ways, concentrate its immense power to 
crush one of those fiscal agents, and thus, by pro- 
ducing a temporary interruption to business, embar- 
rass the whole country. We were at no loss to 
know what would be the effect of public clamor. 
The experience of the past year, especially from 
the temporary suspension of two or three banks in 
this District, proved what might be dqne. Mr. 
P. bad no doubt that there were those who would 
have rejoiced to have seen every institution of the 
kind in the country stop specie payments, reckless 
of the ruin that might be brought about thereby. 
You would first require a certain proportion of 
specie to be kept in each bank upon the amount 
of its deposites, at the same time paying in those 
deposites, not in specie, but in paper of other 
banks. Notcontent with this, they must publish 
in the newspapers a monthly expose of all their 
affairs! Where was the necessity for this? Under 
the bill returns were to be made to the Treasury, 
| and every guarantee had been thrown around that 
| was considered forcible and practicable at the same 
time. 

What was the next provision? The first was 
that of requiring a certain amount of specie in 
proportion to the liabilities. The second was 
that throwing open the condition of each bank. 
And the third was that the deposite banks should 
py interest on the public money in their hands. 


r. P. would ask, had interest ever been required || 


of any depositery from the foundation of this Gov- 
ernment up to the present time? It was scarcely 
necessary to go into this branch of the argument. 
| The subdject was also amply discussed at the last 
session of Congress. Whatduties had these fiscal 
agents to perform? They would have to perform 
the duties of pension agent, without any allow- 
ance or ee for the actual cost 
_of books and stationery. They had to furnish 
the Government with facilities in collecting, re- 
ceiving, and disbursing the public money, and in 
this way alone, he would venture to affirm, there 
would be a great saving tothe Government. Be- 
sides, how could interest be charged for the use 
of money, the amount of which was liable to such 
| fluctuation as the public deposites. Mr. P. felt no 
| hesitation, then, in saying that if you imposed 
| such hard terms upon these banks, you would be 


|| driven to select those of asecond rate character, 


instead of the best, the most solvent, and the most 
| efficient. He hoped and trusted that the plan for 
| the employment of these banks would not be so 
crippled with regulations as to make it altogether 
| impracticable. : 
| ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania thought the 

system must fail. Permit him (Mr. P.) to say 
| that if the bill should have thrown around it the 
| provisions proposed by that gentleman, in his 
| judgment, those institutions would be so tram- 
| melled and fettered as to render it very difficult, 
|| perhaps wholly impracticable, for many of them 
‘| tosucceed. They would then have to resort either 
|| to the echeme of the gentleman from Virginia or 
|| the gentleman from Pennsylvania, or be thrown 
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| the honorable member from Pennsylvania, (Mr. | man from Pennsylvania distinctly averred tha: 
| the system could not succeed, unless it should 


_ be converted into a national bank; he also ay 
| his hostility to this bill in any and every free 
or shape in which it could be presented; and he 
_ informed the House at the outset that he intended 
to voteagainstit. The gentleman, also, further told 
_ the Ffouse that if they passed the bill, the respon- 
sibility would be upon them; if they rejected jt 
| the responsibility would be elsewhere. ‘The gen- 
tleman had predicted that the whole system must 
fail, and that the scheme was altogether impracti- 
cable. Now, Mr. P. submitted to the gentlerman 
| whether it was fair to that part of the House 
_who differed in opinion with himself, and who 
| thought it a practicable scheme, to embarrass that 
scheme with these amendments, and strive to 
render it wholly inoperative? To put the proposed 
|| provision into this bill, would, indeed, have this 
| effect. 
| Thegentleman from Pennsylvania further said 
|| that the success of the State banks as fiscal agents 
|, of the Government, for the last six months, was 
|| mainly to be attributed to the forbearance exer- 
| cised by the Bank of the United States during the 
|| spring of 1834, and the effect of the panic. For- 
| bearance of the Bank of the United States! Mr. 
|P. then knew not what forbearance was; but he 
did know that during the whole of last session 
| nothing was heard or seen but one general stream 
_of invective from the party sustaining the bank, 
| that that institution could not extend its accom- 
_modations, because, on account of the removal of 
the deposites, they were compelled to make pro- 
visions to pay off their own liabilities. So far 
from forbearing, we were again and again assured 
that the bank had been rendered powerless, and 
' could not relieve the country; but as soon as Con- 
gress adjourned we saw a correspondence between 
the bank and a committee of merchants of New 
York, in which the bank said, that as Congress 
had adjourned without doing its duty, it would 
then generously extend its Joans. Was the panic 
got up by the friends of the State banks, or by 
their opponents? By the friends or enemies of 
_the bank? The whole country would give but 
| one response to this question. 
| Mr. P. wished to set the gentleman from Penn- 
| sylvania right as to another fact. The gentleman 
| had said that the effect of the panic had been to 
diminish the importation of foreign articles of 
| commerce; but he must have overlooked the re- 
| turns from the Treasury Department. If he would 
| turn to them, he will see that, so far from our im- 
portation trade having decreased, it had increased 
to an amount of fourteen millions over any other 








|, year. 
| Mr. BINNEY explained. He had referred to 


_ the increase of importations in specie, and a dimi- 
nution of other articles. 

Mr. POLK. Still the Treasury returns showed 
| agreat increase. The argument of the gentleman 
| from Pennsylvania, that the panic had produced 
| an influx of specie into the country, was falla- 
| cious. It was true that more specie was im- 

ported during the year 1834; but then the amount 
of imports of goods, or general fabrics, had not 
| diminished, and this fact was borne out by official 
| statements. The country, then, has been pros- 
'perous; but she is indebted for that prosperity 
neither to the bank nor to the panic; but to the 
new impulses springing out of the employment of 
State banks as fiscal agents of the Government, 
| to which the bank and its friend’ had been the 
most inveterate enemies, and did all in their 
— to sweep them from the face of the earth. 
hey have stood up against the power of that 
institution, and the effects of the panic also; and 
have been, so far, successful. he gentleman 
said that the parallel case of those banks, as for- 
merly existing, viz: between the years 1789 and 
1816, during which they were constantly employed 
| as fiscal agents, and did ngt hold good, because 
(said he) there was then as much specie in the 
country as now; and moreover, that the calamity 
of their inability came at last. But the gentle- 
man’s ment did not hold good; for the coun- 
| try was then only just liberated from an expen- 
‘sive war. The cause of their failure ought to be 
| ascribed to their having made their issues too 
| large, many of them, he believed, from patriotic 








Mr. P. said, without intending any disrespect to || back again upon a national bank. The gentle-'' motives, and were not able to meet the sudden 
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n them. We had, however, a guarantee ] 
ae did not exist then, and that was in| 
the regulation of the standard of our metallic cur- | 
rency, by which it would be kept from exporta- | 
ae P. said he would now conclude with 
hoping that the House would not so embarrass 
and trammel the bill as, in the judgment of those 
in favor of it, and of those who would be called || 
upon to execute it, to render it impracticable, and || 
thereby give the vantage ground to the Bank of | 
the United States. He was anxious that the | 

ublic should be secured in every possible way, 
But he could see no additional safeguards in the | 
propositions of the gentleman from Pennsylva- | 
nia. 

One word in regard to theseamendments. He 
did not know whether it was improper to allude | 
to what had occurred elsewhere, but this he might | 
say, that the proposition now moved by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania was not heard of when 
the original bill was discussed in the Committee | 
of Ways and Means. The provision relative to 
specie payments was inserted in the present bill, 
though Mr. P. had deemed it unnecessary last | 
session; still he thought itcould donoharm. Mr. | 
P. concluded, by trusting the House would alter | 
its decision by reconsidering its vote and rejecting | 
the amendment. 

Mr. BINNEY spoke at considerable length, in || 
reply to the arguments of Mr. Pork, and going 
to show that the amendment introduced by him, || 
and proposed to be reconsidered, would be salu- 
tary in its tendency, and necessary in its operation 
on the general influence of the bill. It was not | 
unreasonable to require of each of the deposite | 
banks to retain within their vaults at least one- 
fifth of the amount in specie of its circulation and | 
deposites. He pursued his argument and reply 
for upwards of an hour, contending that the | 
amendment proposed nothing but what the local 
banks were fully able to meet. The converse of 
this opinion must arise from a want of informa- | 
tion as to their real situation, highly injurious to | 


them. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG followed. He expressed | 
his satisfaction at hearing the opinions from the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Biyney,] that | 
the State banks were in such high reputation. He 
believed it was the first time such an admission 
had come from that quarter of the House. Mr. C. 
then proceeded to show his reasons for advocating | 
a reconsideration of the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, among which was the 
fact that the bank had no effectual control over the | 
public moneys deposited in their vaults, which | 
were liable to be drawn and transferred by the | 
Government at any moment. On the subject of a | 
hard money system he believed he would go as | 
far as that gentleman. He concluded, by repeat- | 
ing his conviction that the reconsideration should | 
prevail and the amendment be expunged. 

Mr. McKINLEY then addressed the House at | 
length in favor of a reconsideration of the amend- | 
ment. He appealed to the House to decide now | 
whether they were prepared to sanction in this | 
bill a system which would most inevitably have | 
broken down the old one, or to put upon these | 
institutions such restrictions as none could bear. | 

Mr. SEABORN JONES, of Georgia, next ob- | 
tained the floor. He was opposed to many of the | 
amendments that had been made to the bill in its | 
coeres through the House, but not to this one. | 

ir. J. alluded to an amendment proposed to the | 
bill by himself, relative to the deposites from the | 
land offices, which he still deemed highly essen- | 
tial. He proceeded at length to explain the rea-_ 
sons which would impel him to oppose the motion | 
for reconsideration. 

Mr. HUBBARD, after a few explanatory re- | 
marks, moved the previous question. | 

Mr. VANDERPOEL demanded a call of the | 
House, and on that question asked for the yeas. 
and’ nays; which were ordered, and taken as fol- 
lows—yeas 144, nays 59. 

So the call was ordered, and proceeded in until 
all the members were found to be in attendance 
(or excused for cause) excepting nine. 

On motion of Mr. BEARDSLEY, the call was 
suspended. 

he question, ‘* Shall the main question be 
now put?”’ was then decided by tellers, in the | 

















| there appearing 97 in the affirmative, and 116 in 


| 1796; which, on motion of Mr. SILSBEE, was || 


| ordered to be printed. || tions of the Constitution. No man respected that 


| practicability of carrying it into effect. 
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voting for it—the noes were not counted. 
The question on reconsidering the amendment 
was then taken by yeas and nays; and decided in 


| the affirmative, as follows—yeas 119, nays 109. 


So the House agreed to reconsider the amend- | 


ment. 

Mr. S. JONES, of Georgia, then proposed his | 
amendment above alluded to, as an amendment to || 
the one preceding. | 

It was rejected without a Givision. 

Mr. MILLER here moved the previous ques- 
tion, which would be on the engrossment of the 
bill. 

The motion was not seconded by the House, 


the negative, being counted by tellers. 

Mr. CLAY then moved an adjournment; which | 
prevailed—ayes 105, noes 48. 

And the House adjourned. 





IN SENATE. | 

Fripay, February 20, 1835. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate | 
a communication from the State Department, trans- 
mitting an abstract of the number of seamen re- 
gistered in each port of the United States, in the 
year 1834, made in pursuance of the act of May, 


Petitions and memorials were presented by | 
Messrs. KANE and TIPTON. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which was referred the bill further to 


| suspend the operation of certain provisos of the 


act to alter and amend the several acts imposing 
duties on imports, approved July, 1832, reported 
the same without amendment. 

Mr. WEBSTER said, that the act of 1832, in || 
the 10th and 12th sections, provided that the col- 
lection of the duties on hardware, being impracti- 
cable in some of its provisions, should be suspended 


for a year, and in the mean time the Secretary of | 


the Treasury was to make examination into the 
Mr. W. 
read a passage. from the late report of the Secre- 
tary, to show that it was now expedient to con- 
tinue to suspend the operation of these provisos 
until the end of next session of Congress, which 
this bill provided. He hoped, as it was necessary 
the bill should pass, that the Senate would take 
it up and let it have its several readings at this 
time. 

The bill was then considered as in Committee 
of the Whole; and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, reported the bill from the House for the 
relief of Dominick Lynch, with an amendment. 

Mr. SILSBEE, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill to allow a drawback of du- 
ties on imported hemp when manufactured into 
cordage; which was read the first time and ordered 
to a second reading. 

_Mr. McKEAN, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported the bill from the House granting 
a pension to Jared Buckingham, without amend- 
ment; but intimated that the Committee were of | 
opinion that the bill ought not to pass. 

Mr. PRENTISS, from the same committee, 
reported, without amendment, the bills from the 


House granting pensions to Daniel Pageand Lar- | 


nard Swallow. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the same committee, 
reported the bills from the House granting pen- 
sions to Stephen Gatlin and Peter Triplett. 

RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 

The following resolutions were submitted: 

By Mr. ROBINSON: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be direct- | 
ed to cause a survey to be made of the route from | 
Vandalia, the seat of government of Illinois, to | 


| 


Lower Alton, on the Mississippi river, for the | 


purpose of ascertaining the eligibility of that route 
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affirmative, one hundred and twenty-six members |! number of midshipmen in the navy of the United 


States, with the dates of warrants, appointments, 
and a tabular statement showing the number ap- 
pointed from each State and Territory, and from 
the District of Columbia ; and stating the number 
that each State and Territory is entitled to under 


| existing laws of Congress and the regulations of 


the Navy Department. 
CHARLES J. CATLETT. 


Mr. PRENTISS moved to reconsider the vote 
of yesterday, by which the bill for the relief of 
Charles J. Catlett was negatived, on the question 


|| of engrossment. 


On motion of Mr. SHEPLEY, the motion to 


reconsider was laid on the table. 


CIRCUIT COURT SYSTEM. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN gave notice that 
to-morrow he would move to take up the bill to 
extend the circuit court system. 


THE VETO POWER. 

On motion of Mr. KENT, the Senate took up 
for consideration, as in Committee of the Whole, 
the joint resolution introduced by him, to amend 
the Constitution relative to the veto power. 

Mr. KENT desired to occupy but a few mo- 
ments of the time of the Senate on this subject. 
He was at all times opposed to any hasty altera- 


instrument more than himself, nor was any one 
more inclined to cherish it; but while he enter- 
tained these feelings, he regarded the liberties of 
the country still more. There was always ground 
to fear, in disturbing the movements of the Gov- 
ernment, lest we rush from one evil to another 
and a greater. The framers of the Constitution 


| were far from believing that time and experience 


would not disclose latent defects in it—they there- 


| fore left it to future times to amend such defects. 


Look only to the prerogatives and claims of the 


| Executive at this day, and you will see that the 
| amendment proposed is the only remedy for this 


evil. 

The veto power as exercised tends to unite the 
legislative and executive powers, than which 
nothing is more dangerous, and the concentration 
of them in one hand is despotism, and leads to 

oppression. This has been boldly held forth by 
| our patriotic ancestors, when they asserted that 
the people alone could enact laws by which the 
people could be bound. This provision was 
designed only to prevent legislative encroachment 
upon the executive authority; they never designed 
it to operate upon matters involving no constitu- 
tional objections. Thesedoctrines we find through- 
/ out the instrument, particularly by that which 


|| says the whole legislative power shall be vested 
| in Congress. 


It is a principle, that the law- 
making power should be vested in the representa- 
| tives of the people, who are responsible for the 
proper performance of theirduties. If this power 


| ever pass from the people, it is easy to perceive 


| the first step is to perpetuate this power, and every 
| succeeding act would be one of encroachment and 


|| oppression. All legislative power being thus vested 
|| in the two Houses, they, and they only, can make 


laws. Itis manifest, therefore, that no President 
| is justified in interfering with this power further 
| than to protect himself. It was intended not to 
be active but defensive, and to guard againet in- 
advertent legislation. The first practical exposi- 
| tion of this power will be found in a communica- 
| tion of Thomas Jefferson. The closi:tg sentence 
of this opinion of Mr. Jefferson is, that where 


|| the President’s opinion is equally balanced a just 


respect for the Legislature would incline him to 
| lean to their opinion, and he acted upon this prin- 
ciple, never having vetoed a bill during his eight 
years’term. [Mr. K. here read from Mr. Madi- 
son’s writings upon the definition of a despotism; 
and, also, from Blackstone’s Commentaries rela- 
tive to the English veto power; also, from Mr. 
| Hamilton’s Federalist, to show that the veto should 
| always be exercised with great caution.}] There 
are many reasons why a King of England should 
have the power which will not apply to a Presi- 
|| dent of the United States. The King is a heredi- 


for the permanent location of the national road. | tary monarch, bound to see his subjects’ rights 


By Mr. TIPTON: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be 
requested to report to the Senate the aggregate 








|| preserved unmolested. 


He convenes and pro- 


1 rogues the Parliament, and notwithstanding the 


| power of an absolute negative, he has abstained 
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from its exercise since 1667, while in this country | templated. The importations of gold and silver When Mr. Hillhouse was a member of the Senate, 


the President, regardless of public sentiment, has | 
exercised it till it has become an occurrence of 
almost every day. The President is only a ser- | 
vant of the people, like us. Has no inviolability 
of person, no prerogatives, or privileges, distinct 
from any other citizen, but is liable to impeach- 
ment like any other officer. Here is a marked 
distinction between the two Executives of Eeng- 
land and the United States, One advantage only 
the veto power possesses, and which the pro- 
posed amendment does not disturb. It antici- 
tes a reéxamination of a measure which has 
een vetoed for the purpose of arresting = 
thing which may be prejudicial to the _ ic 
good. But when the legislative power shall pass 
a bill a third time after it has been rejected by 
the Executive, Mr. K. said he could not con- 
sent that the will of one man shall frustrate the 
repeatedly expressed will of the people. He heard 
an experienced member of the other House say 
that he believed the President had more power 
than the King of England, and he believed there 
was much more to be feared from encroachments 
by the executive upon the legislative, than by.the 
legislative upon the executive power. ‘The short 
periods for which the members of the Legislature 
are elected, literally prevents any combinations 
against the Executive. But the real character of 
the Executive is unknown to the people, and his 
will remains in his single breast. Here is the 
weak point of republican Governments. Who, in 
the history of the world, have attempted to usurp | 
power? Has it ever been the legislative power? 
All history shows that it has always been the 
chief executive who has acted against the liber- 
ties of the people. Was it Cesar or the Senate 
who attempted the liberties of Rome? 
niable that there is a constant tendency in the ex- 
ecutive power to contemn the law, and undermine 
the provisions of Jaw. This principle is to be | 
found in the writings of all the patriots who wrote 
rior to the adoption of the present Constitution. 
But how has the veto power been exercised here- | 
tofore? In the commencement of the Govern- 
ment, it was used to correct the effects of sewn | 
and precipitate legislation, and of those acts whic 
are supposed to violate the Constitution. Astime 
progresses, we find it no longer confined to such 
cases, but it assumes the power to act upon finance, 
commerce,and in fact everything which affects the 
interest of the people. Twice only was it exerted 
during the first twenty years of the Government. 
Seven times within the first five years of this 
Administration, embracing various interests and 
deeply interesting to the people. We find the 
executive will opposed to the legislative will, anti- 
cipating and- controlling the action of Congress, 
and entering upon the initiating powers of Con- 
gress, proposing a law which they may register 
and heapprove. When these examples are before 
us, what may not be apprehended in succeeding 
ages? The danger consists, not in the possession 
of power, but in the illegal and improper exercise 
of it. 

Mr. CLAY said that the gentleman from Mary- 
land had presented a most interesting proposition, 
and he owed him his thanks for it, as well as for 
the clear manner in which he had elucidated and 
sustained it. The subject (he said) was undoubt- 
edly entitled to mature consideration; he was 
inclined to support it, not only from a conviction 
of the necessity of curtailing the enormity of ex- 
ecutive power, but because from the practical exer- 
cise of its effects, it had long since been felt in his 
State. But he regretted that it was so late in the 
session that it could not receive a deliberate con- 
sideration. He thought a period might arrive 
when we could do so. But at present he would 
move to lay the subject on the table, promising to 
call it up if an occasion should offer, during the 
residue of the session. 

The motion was agreed to. 


| 
BRANCHES OF THE UNITED STATES MINT. 


On motion of Mr. WAGGAMAN, the Senate 

roceeded to consider, as in Committee of the 
hole, the bill to establish branches of the United | 
States mint. 


Mr. WAGGAMAN, in explanation of the ob- || 
jects of the bill, said that when the mint was first 


established, branches of the institution were con- 


It is unde- || 


_THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


bullion into New Orleans is now three times as 
great as it is in any other port of the United States, 
and it is daily accumulating. In the Globe of to- 


i 


| day, there is a statement that, on the 26th Janu- 


uary last, there was, in two vessels, an importation 
of upwards of half a million into the port of New 
Orleans, from which it is obviously necessary to 
establish a branch of the mint there, to do awa 

the ompree and risk of transportation of the bul- 
lion to the mint at Philadelphia, which amounted 


to no less than two anda half per cent. Buta 


more impressive argument (he said) was, that it 
would have the effect of adding to the circulating 
medium of the country some two and a half or 
|three millions of dollars. The effects of this 
| would be felt throughout the whole West. We 
‘in the southwest labor under very great diffi- 
culties for want of a specie currency. The great 
sales of the public lands have caused a constant 
flow of specie to the Atlantic States—and we have 
now, in every State of the Union, batches of banks 
which are deluging the country with a currency 
which is utterly useless to us, and which, by its 
continuance, will be productive of the most ruinous 
effects in the rise of property which it will pro- 
duce. As regards the branches in the southern 
country, the necessity of them must be obvious to 
every gentleman. In a very few years the mines 
| in that region will yield at least two millions, and 
the risk of transporting such an immense amount 
of bullion to Philadelphia will present almost an 
insurmountable barrier to sending it there for 
coinage. Mr. W. declined saying anything more 
until he heard some objections to the bill, which 
he would undertake to answer, if there should be 
any offered. 

r. TALLMADGE then offered an amend- 
ment to the first section, providing for the estab- 
lishment of a branch at New York. 

Mr. T. said, thatif the system of branches was 


to be adopted, the large amount of specie im- | 


ported into New York, which was the great radi- 
ating point for the internal commerce of the coun- 
try, made it proper that there should be a branch 
there. 

Mr. WAGGAMAN could not accept the amend- 
ment, because he did not think a branch of the 
mint necessary at New York. It was within six 

_ hours of facile transportation to Philadelphia, and 
certainly it was not immediately necessary. 

Mr. CALHOUN hoped the gentleman from 
New York would not press his amendment. At 


| oes a branch at New York was not necessary. 


lereafter, he proposed to extend the system b 
establishing branches at New York, Boston, Balti- 


| more, and Charleston, the great importing points 


| of the comms But at present he hoped the gen- 
tleman would not encumber this bill. 

Mr. BENTON rose to say a single word. He 
| belonged to the committee which reported this 
bill. He had looked over it with an anxions eye, 
and found that it entered into his views of restor- 
ing a metallic currency to the country. He was 


||in favor of establishing branches of the mint | 


| wherever they were necessary, and he was also 
_ ready to appropriate money out of the Treasury 
_to give a hard-money currency to the people of 
| the United States. In France, which embraces a 
| territory greatly less than that of the United States, 
_ there are ten branches of the mint, and in Mexico 
| there exist seven. In the United States, from the 
| peculiar configuration of the country, it might not 
be necessary to have more than six or seven; but 
it is of importance to the West that there should 
be one at New Orleans. On the Atlantic, there 
/may be necessity formore. He was therefore 

ready to vote as much money as was necessary 
for this purpose. Ata future day, he would be 
| willing to vote for a branch at New York, but at 

present the amendment proposed was only loading 
| down the bill. In No. 44 of the Federalist, Mr. 
| Madison enters into an exposition of the coining 
| power, and states, that as many local mints as may 
| be necessary to the wants of the country may be 
| established. Before the confederation, each tease 
| had the power of coining at its own mint; but the 
| power has been surrendered, and as there is not 
| the facility in the Atlantic States to diffuse coin 

through the West, it becomes the more necessary ; 
a single mint in Philadelphia partakes, in a great 

measure, of the character of a local institution. 
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| Many years ago, he actually introduced a resoly. 
| tion for the purpose of abolishing the mint at 
| Philadelphia, viewing it as a local institution 
| But happily the resolution did not pass. Mr, BR. 
| said he apprehended it was a right of the people 
| of the South and West to have branches of the 
| mint, and he deemed it necessary in order to pre- 
vent the notes of the local banks from becoming 
|| the currency of the Federal Government. In 1759 
Congress passed a revenue law, in which the 
| expressly required that the revenue should be 
received and paid out in gold and silver only, and 
he hoped to see the time when the Government 
would be restored to as good a condition as it was 
|atthattime. He would certainly vote for branches 
wherever they were necessary. 


Mr. TALLMADGE remarked that, as honor- 
able gentlemen had intimated their intention to 
carry out the system of branches at another time, 
| he would withdraw the amendment. 

The Senate then proceeded, on motion of Mr. 
WAGGAMAN, to fill up the blanks left in the 
| bill, as follows: 

For the annual salary of the superintendent of 
the mint at New Orleans.........+++...$3,000 
To the treasurer. ..cccccccseccccsccses 2,(i() 
To the chief coiner... .cccccccccesccecs 2,000 
To the assayer and refiner, each........ 2,000 
To two clerks, each.......... 1,700 
| ‘Twenty subordinate workmen were also author- 
ized to be employed at that branch. 

| Other blanks were filled as follows: 

For the branches in North Carolinaand Georgia, 
the superintendents, each. ...4..+e2ee.++ $2,000 





The assayers, melters, and refiners, each, 1,500 

Two clerks, each.... eeee 1,000 

Five subordinate workmen and servants to be 
allowed at each branch. 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, offered an amendment 
requiring the appointment of the officers to be 
made as soon as the necessary building shall be 
erected. 

Mr. CLAY said this bill was a measure of con- 
siderable importance, and he had not information 
sufficient on the subject to enable him to form 
an opinion upon the propriety of its passage. He 
| did not know whether the mint was or was not 
sufficient to do the coinage of the country. But 
he thought, while we were discussing the danger 
/and extent of executive patronage, we ought to 
| be cautious how we passed laws to increase it. 
But he wanted to examine the subject—he knew 
nothing at all about it—it was new, and he had 
not reflected upon it, nor did he know anything 
about the expense which would attend it. He 
therefore moved to lay the bill on the table, and 
have itand the amendments printed. Mr. C., how- 
ever, withdrew the motion at the request of some 
| gentlemen. 

Mr. CALHOUN thought the bill would be 
extending the expense, but he put it to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, whether all our citizens 
ought not to be placed on a footing—they were 
| now incurring a loss of more than the whole 
expense of these branches. Are not the people 
of the South entitled to have the benefits and 
advantages of this Government equally with other 
citizens ! 





Mr. PORTER opposed the motion—the effect 
of laying the bill on the table would be, that it 
would not be acted on in the House this session, 
and the object would therefore be defeated—it was 

‘of importance to the whole Union, and particu- 
larly the western country. 

Mr. CLAY said, if we must go on and discuss 
the bill, let us go atit. The annual expense of 
these establishments must be near half a million of 
dollars, and the same in perpetuity, for it was 
folly to suppose, if once established, that they 
would ever be discontinued. He wanted to look 
into this question, and see what the probable 
importations of specie may reasonably be expected 
to be. The late importations are known to be 
| very extraordinary, and to have arisen from 





uncommon causes. But he begged he might not 
be driven into this question—he was not informed 
on the subject, and could not consent to let it ” 
on. He therefore renewed the motion to lay the 





| 


bill on the table. 





The chief coiners, each........sseeee0s 1,500 | 
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jection to the bill. 4 ; F ; 
On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, the bill was laid | upheld a mighty influence, which would swallow || 
on the table, and the amendments were ordered to || up our free institutions. 


ject had been under the consideration of the Sen- 


1835. ee hs 


~ Mr. WAGGAMAN requested that the motion 
might be withdrawn for a moment. — 
Mr. CLAY. I withdraw themotion. Let the | 


bate go on. 
we WV. continued. The expense of these estab- | 








lishments would not be more than from thirty || scientious officers. But his fears were for the 
to thirty-two thousand dollars a year at New || future; he had seen within a few years persons |, 


He had been represented as saying that all the 
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Mr. C. said. he had been unjustly dealt with* | 
1} 


officers of Government were the supple tools of || 


executive power. That was far from his meaning; || 


Orleans, and fifteen thousand dollars at each of || of the noblest spirit and purest intentions, quail || 


the other two places in the South. The mint (he || 
said) had paid nearly all its expenses out of the | 
half per cent. retained upon coinage. He hoped | 
the honorable member would not make any ob- 





be printed. 
THE FOUR YEARS’ LAW. 

The Senate resumed the bill to repeal the law 
limiting the terms of certain officers, it being on 
its final passage. : ; " 

Mr. POINDEXTER said that since this sub- | 





ate, he had felt anxious to express his opinions 
upon its principles. 
whole theory of our Government. 
amply discussed to enable the people to understand | | 
it, he would not take up the time of the Senate by 
entering far into the discussion. 


owers. H 
he executive powers of the President were de- 
rived from legislative enactments. ‘There was no | 


such thing as implied powers in any branch of || 
Where pee was a it || 

ly declared and ified in th -| 
eta ete ben eho a \| like conquered lands in former times. 


the Government. 


stitution. There was another point he wished to 
have discussed—that was the power of impeach- | 
ment—but he would forbear. 

Mr. CALHOUN said the third section of the 
bill, involving the question whether the power of 
removal resided in the President by the Constitu- 
tion or not, was one of no ordinary character. 
Upon its decision momentous consequences de- 
pended; he believed the future destinies of this 
Government rested on that decision. But that 


subject had been ably discussed by gentlemen || 


ualified for the task, and he would not occupy 
the time of the Senate by repeating their argu- 
ments. He intended toconfine himself to a single 
point. 
Mr.C. said the power of removal existed either 
as & power necessary and proper for carrying into | 





effect the provisions of the Constitution, or as an || 
if it was || 


express grant of that Constitution. 
necessary for carrying into effect the Constitution, | 
it was more properly a legislative thar an execu- 
tive power. 

Mr. C. had relied on the decision of 1789 as the 
true and proper exposition of the Constitution, 
until last winter, when his attention was particu- 
larly called to the subject. He then took up the 
subject and looked over the debate of that time. | 
He thought the arguments of the minority exhib- 
ited a just view of the question and were unan- 
swerable. 

Mr. C. said some Senators had grounded their 
arguments on the supposition that this power was 
contained in that general sweep, where all execu- 
tive power is granted to the President. Others | 
maintain that it was an inherent power; but he 
disagreed with both opinions. Mr. C. wished to 
turn to the practical operations and see how these 
powers would work. Among so many construc- 
tions there could be no Government. Every offi- 
cer, from the President down to the constable, 
must show some grant of power, either from the | 
Constitution or law. Congress was the great 
central point where all power must receive its 
sanction and direction, instead of being directed 
according to the views of separate and conflicting 
departments. If the different departments of the 
Government should be placed hostile array against | 
each other, it was easy to see which would prevail. | 
The President executed the laws, and was clothed 
with their authority; he put all the machinery of 
Government in motion, and without him the laws 
were powerless; the judicial department might 





decide upon the propriety and application of the 


— but the President must enforce their decis- 


influence. 


|| discretionary power, which must be vested some- 
|| where, and he thought it should be intrusted with || 
|| Congress, as the immediate representatives of the || 
|| people. The President was sufficiently protected || 


| Maryland (Mr. Kent] in regard to the veto || 
It opened before us the | power of the Executive. : t 
But from re- || Was granted not only as a protection against the | 
spect to the Senate, and a belief that it had been || encr oachments of Congress, but also to 


|| formance of his duties. The judicial department | 
He had wished || Was fortified by its permanence and tenure of || 
in particular to examine the doctrine of implied | office. 


ied t hol liogether. 
He denied the whole theory altogether able gee 


| should be made safe, as sure of his place as if it 


the pee 
| Mr. C. went on to state, that the doctrines con- 


| pledges should be redeemed, and assurances given 


| Wricut] had attempted to show there was no 
| danger from the multitude over which executive 


| tended to make slaves and supple tools of men. 








Hence it was easy to see which department | 
prevail in the conflict. 


would 


| by which every considerable postmaster in the 


| executive departments beyond the 


| ate possesses as a codrdinate branch of the Legis- 
| lature. The new mode of appointment will enable 


before that magic influence, which has power || 
over all, and before which the loftiest bow down. || 
Before it, Roman firmness had been broken; and || 
every many virtue blasted beneath its withering || 

nd whoever contended for that power || 


} 


There was (said Mr. C.) an immense amount of | 


by his negative over the laws of Congress. And | 


here he differed with his honorable friend from || 


He believed that power || 


r | revent || 
all laws which might embarrass him in the per- || 


Mr. C. said that if they wished to have the || 
faithfully, the officer || 





were a freehold. Such should be the policy of || 
the Government, unless they meant that offices | 
should be the spoils of victory, and be divided 





Every || 
President ought to rejoice in the opportunity of || 
giving his reasons and explaining his conduct to || 


tained in the bill were precisely the same as those | 
which had been advocated by the friends of this 
Administration, and upon which it came into || 
power. He held the grounds of canvass sacred; | 


to the people be scrupulously fulfilled. 
Mr. C. said the Senator from New York [Mr. 


power was exercised. He then went on to show | 
that there was danger—an irresistible influence || 
exerted through each division and subdivision of || 
that great mass. He referred to rotation in office; || 
he thought where the offices were filled by the || 
people, rotation might be practised; but where 

they were filled by the will of a single man, it 


| ma 


|| tive removals in the Congress of 1789. 





The debate was further continued by Mr. 


KANE and Mr. TALLMADGE, in opposition | 


to the bill. 


Mr. HILL said: Mr. President, it will be per- || 


ceived that the principles of the bill which has | 
passed the Senate, relating to appointments of 
postmasters, comes in direct conflict with the bill 
under consideration. The Post Office bill assumes 
for the Senate the power of deciding on the ap- | 
pointment of all postmasters in those post offices 
the net proceeds of which amount to one thousaud 
dollars annually; and to make the power of the 
Senate felt in those appointments, it makes pro- 


only four years! This bill, changing the tenure 


country shall hold his office, is recommended by 





that law, which limits all other officers to a term 
of four years. So it appears, when the Senate is 


principle directly in the face of that which it | 


| repudiates when it would deprive the President of 


his constitutional power. 

Some persons, for a few years past, have 
seemed to manifest a longing desire that the Sen- 
ate should have a hand in the management of the 
wer the Sen- 








| 


them to punish those postmasters who shall have 
the independence to express their opinions on any 
matter which may be adverse to the opinions of a | 
majority of the members of the Senate—to pro- | 


i 
| 





gentlemen who are the strong friends of repealing || 





ae 


scribe, ‘‘ for opinion’s sake,’’ every man as a par- 
tisan who shall have the hardihood to act with the 
mass of the people, in any public meeting adopt- 
ing resolutions that shall speak the language of 
‘| he believed there were many upright and con- || freemen in relation to the acts of every public 


| man, and every body of public men. 


Did the Senate intend, by making every valua- 
ble post office dependent on their will, to create a 
new corps of *‘ supple and subservient tools,’’ 
such as the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. Crary] 
described on Wednesday, as being first put to 
‘* silence,’’ and afterwards compelled to become 
‘* neutrals’’ in politics. ‘The Senator complained 
of the postmasters in Ohio, who had the hardi- 
hood to attend a political convention in that State, 
Doubtless the Senator would like to lay his hands 


| on these offenders who have had the presumption 


to act with others of their fellow-citizens, and 
express their opinions in relation to public men; 
and the bill of the Senate will give warning to all 
postmasters not again to offend in like manner. 
There seems to be a sort of hydrophobia dread 
of removals from office whenever a certain party 
is at the bottom of the wheel. The Senator from 
Kentucky says the principle of dismissing men 
from office is a new principle—that it commenced 
about six years ago, when General Jackson first 
came into office. So great has been the burden on 
the mind of the Senator since that time, that he 
be readily excused for not recollecting what 
took place during the Administration immediately 
preceding that of General Jackson. Does he 
remember that the editors of two principal Dem- 
ocratic newspapers in Maine a New Hamp- 
shire, which had ‘‘ done the State some service’’ 
while contending in a fearful minority during the 
war with Great Britain, were proscribed because 
they would not put on and wear the then execu- 
tivecollar? Does he recollect the declaration then 
made by a Secretary of State [Mr. Clay] relative 
to one of those newspapers when the Represent- 
atives of the State requested his reasons for pro- 


|| scribing its editor, that he would ‘ have no neu- 


trals?’? Does he remember that this Secretary 
proceeded to make these removals, as was stated 
at the time, even against the wishes, or without 
consulting the Representatives of the people of 
those States? 

The Senator has complimented the veteran 
Gerry for his opposition to the doctrine of execu- 
If he had 
been conversant with Gerry’s administration, 
while at the head of the executive of Massachu- 
setts, in 1810 and 1811, he would have seen that 
he carried the doctrine of removals, in just retal- 
iation of the universal proscription by the opposite 

arty, much farther than it ever has been carried 
S President Jackson. The name of the revolu- 
tionary patriot was made a by-word with the 
aristocracy of Massachusetts, because he had the 
independence to prefer his own political friends to 
his political enemies, in his pppoe to office. 
He was even arrested for debt on the day of the 
annual election, by his political enemies, to show 
their spite for his fidelity to the Democratic party. 

The Senator says the people of the West cannot 
and will not submit to the turning out of officers; 
and he seems to take it for granted that the pres- 
ent Administration alone is guilty of the enormous 
offence of preferring its friends to its enemies. 
What has the Senator himself been doing for the 


vision that the postmaster shall continue in office | last six years? Have not his nightly cogitations, 


and his daily speeches, been directed to the busi- 
ness of turning out the ** hungry’’and “ haggard’’ 
crew, who have obtained offices under General 
Jackson? Can any man believe the Senator would 


| have consented to the confirmation of any officer 


differing in opinion with him, if he could, by with- 


grasping at more power for itself, it adopts a | holding that consent, have forced the appointment 


of one of his political friends? 

It would be difficult for any friend of the Admin- 
istration in the Senate soon to forget the ‘‘ armor 
and the attitude’ of the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky during the session one year ago. The 
** Long and Hungry’’* exultation at the old Han- 
over election ip Virginia, in which our friends were 
turned out, and the Senator’s friends were in the 
full tide of success, had such an impression on my 
mind that I have been scarcely able to think of 

| anything else than ‘* Long and Hungry ”’ for office 
| every time I have cast my eye at the seat of the 
| honorable Senator. It was most manifest, Mr. 
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President, that the principal pleasure then antici- 
pated by the Senator and his friends was that of || 
turning every Jackson man out of office that could } 
be reached, either by the executive, legislative, or | 
elective power. The whole businegs of the hon- || 
orable Senator for years seems to have been, | 
either directly or indirectly, to bring about that |) 
state of things which should leave the coast clear, || 
to the turning out of every political er that | 
the Senator himself, and his friends, might step | 
into their places. | 

Speaking of the labors of the Post Office Com- || 
mittee at the last session, and in anticipation of || 
what they were to do in the recess, a Senator from || 
Massachusetts [Mr.Wessrer] then said: ** They || 
* have had a laborious winter, and are likely to have || 
‘a laborious summer. Let them goon fearlessly, || 
‘and the country will appreciate theirservices. Let 
* them explore all the sources of corrupt patronage; 
* let them bring all abuses into the broad light of | 
‘day; let them os into the number of removals 
* of postmasters, with the alleged cause of removals; let 
* them inquire at whose bidding honest and faithful 
‘men have been removed to make way for parti- 
*gans,’’ &c. 

Well, the Senate’s committee, sitting during | 
the recess, went into the department agreeably to 
instructions, to make inquiry of the abuses of | 
the removal of postmasters. ‘The Postmaster 
General did not acknowledge their authority to | 
catechise him as to the cause of removals. And || 
it is my belief that the Senate alone has not the | 
power to go into any executive department in | 
the recess, to call the executive to account for the | 
reasons why it removes or appoints its subordi- 
nate agents. 

Removals from office, after all, have been the 
great and crying sin of the Post Office Depart- 
ment since General Jackson came into office. | 
From the opinions which have been advanced in || 
the Senate Chamber, we might suppose that after | 
a man is once seated in office, he has a right to it | 
for life: it is very inconvenient for him to give it | 
up, since he depends upon it for a living: he has | 
made his arrangements to keep it, and it will but 
deprive his children of bread to take from him his 
office. 

I care not whence comes such a doctrine, whether 
from the North or South, the East or the West. 
I say no man is entitled to an office one moment 
longer than he is useful in that office, nor has he 
the right to complain if the power which gave it, 
at any time shall see fit to take itaway. When # 
a man accepts an office, he either considers it a | 
matter of favor to himself or favor to the public; | 
if it be a favor to himself, how are his rights 
invaded by discontinuing that favor? If he ac- 
cepts the office at a personal sacrifice, he ought to 
be thankful to be relieved of the duty. 

The doctrine that once in an office of emolu- 
ment gives a man a claim to be always in office, || 
will not stand alone. If we would see this Gov- | 
ernment becoming one of the most corrupt on 
earth, we should favor the appointment of men to | 
office for life. And this would oe go farenough; | 
for the poor children who would suffer if their | 
father was deprived of office during his life, would 
certainly have stronger claims to the same office 
after the father was dead, when they were still || 
more helpless. 

In the elder Adams’s time the Federalists very || 
well understood the advantage of the influence and 
emoluments of office. In the State of New Hamp- | 
shire, from 1797 to 1804, no man who did not sub- 
scribe to the doctrines of the alien and sedition laws 
could even be appointed a justice of the peace. In | 
1798 a Democratic clergyman was turned out of 
the office of chaplain, after a formal trial before the 
Legislature, because he happened to omit naming 
the President of the United States in his morning 
orayer. All the officers from high to low were || 

lled by friends to the Administration. The ven- | 
erable Whipple and Gardner, the one Collector 
of Portsmouth, and the other Commissioner of 
Loans for the State, who had been appointed by 
Washington, were both dismissed from office by 
Adams, because their names were not found upon 
an adulatory address to the President which had 
been circulated at Portsmouth. 

Mr. Jefferson came into the President’s office in 


ee 














* The name of a place in Virginia. 


|| 1801; and what did he do? Without assigning his | 


| To the day of his death, on all political questions, 


don, the well-known patriot of the Granite State, | 


|| Madison were even more decisive in their charac- 


lucrative post offices that Mr. Jefferson had left in || 
| the hands of the Federalists were by Mr. Madison | 
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reasons to the Senate, he reinstated his own politi- 
cal friends, and he dismissed others who were his | 
political opponents. Whipple and Gardner were || 
reinstated in New Hampshire. Did Mr. Jefferson || 
place other than a political friend in any consider- 
able office? Did he not remove officers in repeated 
instances, for no other reason than that they were 
opposed to gerd pwn which elevated the sepeb- | 
lican party and raised him to the Presidency! 
During his administration and the greater part | 
of that of James Madison, Gideon Granger, of | 
Connecticut, was the Postmaster General. The 
post offices in 1800 were not more than one for | 


|| every ten atthistime. Yet, during those two Ad- | 


ministrations, in almost every considerable office a | 
change of postmaster was made for no otherreason | 
than that the incumbent was not friendly to the | 
Administration. 

In the two only towns where I ever lived in 
New Hampshire, changes were made of the post- | 
master. hen but a boy of fifteen years of age, 
in the year 1803, I well recollect the last mail bag | 
that was opened by Doctor Samuel Curtis, the 


| postmasteratAmherst. The old gentleman parted 


with his office with great reluctance; he had fought 
hard against Mr. Jefferson, and he cou!d not but 
consider it fair play that, inasmuch as Mr. Jeffer- | 
son had succeeded, it was right that one of his 
friends should fill the office of postmaster. Inthe 
other town (Concord) George Hough, a veteran | 
omg of a partisan newspaper that had called | 
Mr. Jefferson as many hard names as have been | 
applied to President Jackson, was the postmaster; | 


| he was removed early in 1801, anda Democratand || 
| friend to the Administration appointed in his place. | 
|For more than twenty years this undeviating old | 

| Federalist was afterwards my neighbor, always | 


inveterate in his political hostility, but accommoda- 

ting and kind in the way of business. During the || 
war | can scarcely doubt he would willingly have 1] 
had me tried sed bene for rejoicing at American || 
victories and urging the sons of New Hampshire 
to enter the army. Yet the old gentleman, in the || 
way of business, readily united with me in the 


| publication of a periodical work containing the | 


debates in Congress on both sides, and public | 
documents, which were then highly interesting to 
the people; two large volumes of which we printed 
without asking Congress to subscrive for them. | 


he adhered to the doctrines of the Aristocracy; 
he probably never in his life gave his vote or his | 
influence to promote any Democrat to office. | 
Although a professing Christian of the prevailing 
sect, he once declared to me that it was sufficient || 
for him if a man was a Federalist to have his | 
support, even though he was Algerine or Turk in | 
his religion. 
These two cases are only specimens of the gen- }, 
eral turning out of Federal postmasters in New 
England by Gideon Granger. It was not then as 
it is now; there were no charges exhibited against 
the incumbent waiting for answers and explana- 
tions. If the Democrats in any town were dis- | 
satisfied with their postmaster, they wrote to the || 
Postmaster General, generally through John Lang- | 


and the removal was as sure to take place as the || 
day is to succeed the night. : 
The removals under the administration of James | 


ter than under Thomas Jefferson. All the more 


changed to other hands. In Boston, in Ports- | 
mouth, Newburyport, Hartford, Baltimore, and all || 


_ other places where a change was desired, changes || 


for political reasons at once were made; the most | 
of them under Mr. Madison. And itis well known | 
that, for refusing to remove the postmaster at || 
Philadelphia for political reasons only, at the in- | 
stance and direction of the President, Gideon | 
Granger himself was turned out of the office of | 
Postmaster General. Looking back to the admin- 


that he had even less affection for his political || 


| opponen‘s than almost any other President. | 
It will thus be seen that the doctrine of change | 
and rotation in officeis not new. The old Feder- | 
| alists at first insisted that no Democrat was fit for || ] 
‘any office, and never suffered any to be appointed '' Representatives shall be acknowledged in practice 


all instances where the 


| sions since been. 


| astoe 
_ were decided political opponents, and thus give a 


friend of the Administration. 





while they had the power. The Democrats as 
was natural, when they obtained the ascendency 
as a matter of necessity, made removals of their 
adversaries, because, as Mr. Jefferson then said 
‘* few died and none resigned.’”? From that day 
to this, much the largest share of permanent 


| offices, depending on executive appointment, h 
| been held by the | arty in this country adverse to 


popular rights. ‘That party has not scrupled, in 
had the power, to turn 
out their adversaries. or has it ceased to claim 
their right to remain in office, when the tables have 
been turned upon them. On the one hand, the 
never cease to cry out “ proscription for opinion'’s 
sake,”’ while, on the other, their very creed is based 
on that spirit of persecution which will tolerate in 
office, or even in prosperous business, no man who 
thinks differently from themselves. 

It is to old Virginia, to Jefferson and Madison, 
that we are indebted for the republican example 
af doing justice to our own political friends when 
we are in the ascendency. They were not quite 
as magnanimous as Virginians have on some occa- 
They did not think it of so little 
pa ae eee what a man’s political opinions were, 

ect men as members of the Legislature, who 


character to one branch of her representation in 
Congress hostile to the principles which she has 


|| ever professed. 


After the examples of Jefferson and Madison, 
sanctioned as they were by the strong public sen- 
timent of the country, should it be imputed to the 
present Administration as a crime, that it prefers 
its friends to its enemies? It was abundantly evi- 


| dent, during the panic of last winter, that a large 
| majority of the army of office-holders in this Dis- 


trict belonged to the Opposition. Men who had 
been neutral before, viewing the triumph of the 
bank, in its great contest for power, as certain, 
did not hesitate to come out. Indeed, at this mo- 
ment, the enemies of the Administration stand a 
much better chance for favor than its friends, in 
everything that depends on Congress. All officers 
who want increased salaries, increased expendi- 
tures, great appropriations, and great patronage; 
all who want to press doubtful claims to a favora- 


| ble result, know very well on what side to look 
| for favors. 


As to removals of postmasters, I am of opinion 
that the present Postmaster Gereral has been in 
fault, and that fault is, that he has not, in some 
places, made changes where he ought to have 
made-them. There are counties in New England 


| with thirty, forty, fifty, and sixty post offices, and 


scarcely a Democratic postmaster among them all. 
Perhaps not one in five of the post offices in some 
of the New England States, is in the hands of a 
It is well known 
that the Opposition party in New England not 
only do not suffer friends of the Administration to 
be appointed to any office, but that they turn every 
man out, whenever they find a chance. When 


| were they ever known to elect a man to Congress, 


or to av 4 considerable office, oppoged to their 
views? It is their general practice to exclude all, 
from the highest to the lowest grade of office. 
Now, it might be supposed, that a party possess- 
ing all their pride and manly bearing, would 
scarcely deign to be whining continually, because 
when they are beaten in fair fight, they are obliged 
to give place in the principal offices of trust to 
those whom the people have declared better de- 
serving of the public favor than themeelves. 

In New Hampshire, Mr. President, we repu- 
diate the doctrine that men have life estates in the 
public offices. With the Republicans of that State 
generally, it has become a practice to send a man 
to neither branch of the Legislature more than two 
years in succession; to elect a man Governor not 
more than three or four times; to choose a man 
representative in Congress, not more than twice 
or thrice at most, if he be distinguished ; and I 
hope to see the time arrive, when it shall be con- 


'| sidered a rule not to be deviated from, that no man 
_ istration of Mr. Madison, it must be recollected || 


shall be reélected a Senator in Congress who has 
served for the term of six years, until a term of 
years shall have intervened. 

The extravagant expenditures and abuses in this 
Government will never be fully remedied until the 
right of the people to instruct their Senators and 

















4 


Ns ce 





1835. 


os it is admitted in theory—until a swift reaponsi- || Believing the tendency of the bill will be to give | 
“jlity, on the part of public servants to their em- || 
ployers, shall be confessed—until rotation in office | 


shall be considered a cardinal point in the re- 


publican creed. Scarcely mar ~ a — _— 
ein 


four or six years without bei 
some one of those precedents which are taken as the 


round of unnecessary expenditure: he has some | 


riend who wants a claim allowed, or he comes 
from a section of the country where a handsome 


-appropriation for the improvement of some river; 


the building of some canal or road; the erection of 
some break water or light-house; the fortification of 


some harbor—will do immense good to his friends | 


and neighbors. He goes for that claim or that ap- 


ad and when he has gone for it, he is | 


ound in all good conscience to go for almost any 


thing that shall be proposed by any other member | 
who has been so disinterested as to vote for his | 
proposition. Iam quite certain that it would be for | 


the interest of every member of Congress to come 


here with the expectation that he shall not, in any | 


event, continue in the House of Representatives 
over four years, and in the Senate beyond six 
years, and that he shall retire at any moment the 
fact shall be ascertained he is misrepresenting the 
voice of a majority of his constituents. Sure lam 
that the public interest will be better subserved 
under the adoption of such a rule, than by continu- 
ing a man once chosen for life, under the repudi- 
ated rule of a repudiated politician, that the action 
of ‘the representative ought not to be palsied by 
the will of his constituents.’’ I, however, am will- 
ing that each State should regulate its own prac- 
tice in relation to rotation in office. 
with whom I act in the Stateof New Hampshire 
is adopting a rule which, while it makes office ac- 
canals to every man who will deserve it, preserves 
the perity and economy and simplicity of its ad- 
ministration. 

It would be more for the interest of the public 
service at the seat of Government if a salutary 
system of rotation in office should be adopted 
throughout. Many of the evils which now exist 
here would be remedied by a change of officers. 
The idea of dependence on the emoluments of 
office, is degrading to a republican freeman; and 
it has degraded many who have spent their whole 
lives as clerks in the Departments, and died leav- 
ing destitute families. 1 would have no man ex- 
pect that he is to remain in office doing servile 
duty, or no duty, for life. If a law should pass 
providing that a man should not continue in any 
one public employment over twelve years—if one- 
third 
should be compelled to go out every four years, 
leaving their places to be filled by persons who, 
within the limits of the States, have inhaled the 


air of freemen, and know how to procure a live- 


lihood without being paid an office salary—we 
should find a different state of things in the public 
offices; we should create a population at the seat 
of Government bearing some affinity to that in- 
domitable spirit of our countrymen which best 
provides for itself on its own resources. Weak- 
ness and pusillanimity may — be expected 
in that child which is taught to believe that its 
parent will furnish its sole aliment. 

I do not doubt the time will speedily arrive 
when offices of profit, depending as well on ex- 
ecutive 4a eee as on elections by the peo- 
ple, will be changed from one to another, till it 
shall become a matter of course that each individ- 
ual shall strive to qualify himself to discharge the 
duties of any office to which he may be called. 
{ would even be willing to see the postmasters 
changed where an incumbent has enjoyed a lu- 
crative place for years, and his more needy neigh- 
bor, who was equally capable and worthy, was in 
a situation to discharge the duties of the office as 
well, or better, than he had done. I would be 
glad to witness such a change, even when all were 
of the party friendly to the Administration. As I 
know there never could be a change against us in 
the election of a President when a general turn-out 
of all our friends in office would not take place, 
80 could [ not count on the value of that ad- 
vice from any professed political friend who tells 
us that we ought, when we succeed in an elec- 
tion ourselves, to let our enemies remain in quiet 
possession of all the offices in our Government de- 
pending on the executive will. 
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The amendment was disagreed to by a vote of 
yeas and nays—yeas 3, nays 40; as follows: 
| YEAS—Messrs. Hill, Kane, Linn—3. 








the incumbents in office a life estate in their re- 

spective offices—that it will create a corps of men 

having interests and feelings adverse to the spirit NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Benton, Black, 

of our republican institutions, and to the interests Brown, Buchanan, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Cuth- 

and feelings of the great body of the people, I will | bert, Ewing, Goldsborough, Hendricks, Kent, 

record my vote against it. King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Leigh, Mc- 
Nevertheless, as the bill seems likely to pass || Kean, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, 

this body with my negative, lam anxiousitshould || Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Robinson, 

— with at least one feature which | can approve. | Ruggles, Shepley, Silsbee, Smith, Southard, Swift, 
therefore move that the bill be recommitted, with || Tallmadge, Tipton, Tomlinson, Tyler, Webster, 

| instructions that the committee report the follow- || White, Wright—40. 

ing’ additional section: || The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
** Section 4. And be it further enacted, That the || third reading; and at six o’clock, 

‘ proceedings of the Senate in relation to all nom- || The Senate adjourned. 

‘ inations of public officers by the President shall Sanne EEE 

| * be with open doors, and that each member may HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

‘rise in his place and assign his reasons for or || Fripay, February 20, 1835. 

‘against theconfirmation of the person nominated. | Petitions and memorials were presented, on 


The reason for the Senate acting in public on || > a enw > 
nominations is of much greater force than in favor | an eee vite eine ALL, VIN- 
of the President assigning his reasons for the re- On metion of Mr BEATTY y # vetltteen al 
| moval of officers. The President cannot lose his | Colonel Henry Ww. Francis elainahig oa for 
| individual character in that of his office. His rea- || horses stolen from his father in his lifetime, by the 


sons, which are written, must all be made public, || Cherokee Indians, was referred to the Committee 











The party | 








of all the incumbents in bureaus of this city || 


| if there be any propriety in requiring the Pres- 


| adjourn; which was not agreed to. 


| make it conform to that bill in all particulars. 


| with the instructions indicated by him. 


| purpose of showing that they were now identically 


the same, with the exception of one or two words || 4.4 Means, reported a bill authorizing the employ- 


|| ment of additional clerks in some of the depart- 


| see the bill altered, so as to make it exactly like 


| the bill was now presented under a new aspect. 
| He strongly resisted hurrying so important a bill 


sooner or later. The indignation of the individual || 


reported against, and that of his friends, will break | 
on his head alone, inducing even personal attacks, | 


the Senate—the individual there is lost in the cor- | 
orate or collective character of the body. Hence, 


dent to communicate his reasons for the removal | 
iof an officer, there is.a much stronger reason why | 
the action of the Senate on all nominations made 


by the President should be in full view of the || 


people. 
Mr. H. concluded by asking the yeas and nays | 
upon his motion; which were ordered. 
Mr. BENTON then moved that the Senate | 


Mr. BENTON thenspoke for some time to show | 
that this bill, and that reported by the committee | 
in 1826, were not identical, and was desirous of | 
recommitting it to have alterations made, so as to | 


Mr. HILL then withdrew his motion, in order 
to enable Mr. Benton to move its recommitment, | 


Mr. CALHOUN compared the two bills for the 


indicated by Mr. Benton. 
Mr. WEBSTER expressed his willingness to 


the bill of 1826. 

Mr. LEIGH made some remarks upon the re- 
commitment. 

Mr. CUTHBERT desired the commitment, as 


through at the close of 8 session where there was 
no exigency requiring it. 


of the one of 1826. 

The recommitment was agreed to; and the com- 
mittee having obtained leave to sit during the sitting 
of the Senate, withdrew, and after a few minutes 
returned, when 

Mr. CALHOUN reported the bill amended in 
| conformity with the instructions. 

The bill was then considered as in Committee 
of the Whole, and the amendments were con- 
curred in; when it was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. HILL then renewed his motion to amend 
the bill as before mentioned, and asked the yeas | 
| and nays upon it; which were ordered. 














| 
| 


Mr. POI 


|| lution from the 


|| were made b 


Mr. WHITE took the same view of this bill as || 


| on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
| On motion of Mr. BEATTY, the letter of the 


| destnenn Riles. toda k tee Gaaevall & inte diemeeed {i Governor of Kentucky, and resolution of the Le- 


officer of the navy. Not so the proceedings of || 


| gislature of that State in relation to the establish- 
| ment ofa wae school in said State, and a reso- 

egislature of said State in rela- 
tion to the establishment of a national armory 
therein, were referred to the Committee on Military 


|| Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. HANNEGAN presented sundry petitions 
for the establishment of a post route from Michi- 
gan City to Plymouth, in the State of Indiana; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Post 


|| Office and Post Roads. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr.CAVE JOHNSON, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported, with amendments, 


|| the bill for the relief of the heirs and a repre- 


sentatives of James Latham, deceased; which were 
concurred in, and the bill ordered to be read a 
third time. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON, from the same committee, 
| reported, with amendments, the bill to confirm 
| certain land claims in the southeastery district of 
| Louisiana; which were concurred in, and the bri 
ordered to be engrossed. 

Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committee of Ways 





| ments of the Government; which was read twice 
| and committed. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill authorizing the issuing of 
letters patent to John Howard Kyan, on certain 
conditions; which was read twice, and postponed 
to Friday next. 

Unfavorable reports, upon various petitions, 
essrs. FOSTER and TOMP- 
KINS, from their respective committees. 

Mr. C. ALLAN, from the Committee on Ter- 
| ritories, reported the following resolution; which 
was rejected: 

Resolved, That this House will, on Saturday, the 
| 21st instant, from and after the hour of one o’clock, 
p- m., take up and consider bills relating to the 
‘Territories. 

Mr. E. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee 
of Claims, submitted the following resolution; 
| which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That it is expedient that the Solicitor 
| of the Treasury stay all furthér proceedings in the 
suits now pending, and judgments obtained in the 
circuit court of the United States for the north- 


DEXTER opposed the motion as || ern district of New York, against so many of the 


going to change a rule of the Senate; to do this, t persons referred to in bill No. 369, reported on the 


the proposition must lie on the table one day. 
r BUCHANAN expressed the ho 
entleman from New Hampshire would withdraw 
Cie proposition. It was one which required con- 
sideration, and it was now too late to give it that 
| attention which it required. He could not vote 
| for it on this account. 
| Mr. CALHOUN said the proposition goes to 


establish rules for the Senate by law, when the | 


| Constitution provides that each House shall make 
' its own rules for its own government. 


|| 18th of March, 1834, as may apply to him for that 
that the || purpose, by themselves or attorney, until the close 





|| of the next session of Congress: Provided, That 
|| the endorsers, or securities, in those instances 
|| where they exist, shall assent to the staying of 
| farther proceedings in the cases in which they are 
|| concerned, by a writing, to be lodged with the 
'| said Solicitor. 

Mr. SEVIER asked the House to consider cer- 


|, tain bills relative to the Territories, which had 
‘| been reported by a Committee of the Whole. 
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Objection being made, Mr. Sevier moved a 


suspension of the rule; which was agreed to— | 


yeas 113, nays 27. 
BILLS ORDERED TO A THIRD READING. 


The following bills were then read a second time 
and ordered to a third reading: 

A bill making appropriations for certain im- 
provements in the hoviaery of Michigan; ' 

A bili to provide for opening certain roads in 
the Territory of Arkansas, and for other purposes; 

A bill from the Senate making an appropriation 
for completing certain roads in the Territory of 


Arkaneas; and a bill from the Senate to improve 


the harbor of the river Raisin. 


RAILROAD IN FLORIDA. | 
The bill from the Senate authorizing the con- | 


struction of a railroad upon the public land, from 


up. 

a amendments having been disposed of, 
the question recurred upon the amendment adopt- 
ed in committee authorizing the construction of a 
railroad upon the public lands in the Territory of 
Michigan. 


Mr.. WHITE said that he understood the rail- 
road in Michigan, provided for in the amendment, 
was connected with the disputed boundary ques- 
tion; he therefore hoped the Delegate from that 
Territory would withdraw the amendment, and 


attach it to one of his own bills, as it would be | 
calculated to embarrass the bill in which his (Mr. 


W’s.) constituents were particularly interested. 


Mr. MERCER remarked that the adoption of 
the amendment would make the bill incongruous, 


i t tent for the H to 
ee See ene || the Whole, who had reported sundry amendments | 


Mr. LYON said he could see no forcein theob- |, thereto, and the question was on agreeing to the | 
jection of the Delegatefrom Florida. The boundary || — 


the title of a bill from the Senate. 


question had nothing todo with it. He understood 


that the members from Ohio intended to resist the || 


amendment because one end of the proposed road | out diamesion. 


touched upon a tract of country claimed by the | 
State of Ohio. He thought an objection of that | 
character an illiberal one. In order, however, to | 
avoid a long debate, and according to a promise || 
which he had made to the Delegate from Florida, 
not to throw any embarrassment in the way of || 
the passage of the bill, he would withdraw the || 
amendment. 

The bill was then ordered to be read a third time. 


POST ROUTE BILL. 


Mr. CONNOR moved to suspend all the pre- || 


vious orders of the day, for the purpose of taking | 
up the bill reported from the Committee on the 


vost routes and altering and discontinuing others. | 
ft was important that this bill should be acted on. || 

Mr. VINTON hoped the gentleman would ask || 
for an evening session, for the purpose of consid- 
ering this bill. 

Mr. CONNOR objected to the suggestion, there 
being usually so much confusion during an even- || 
ing session. 

After some further conversation between several | 
members, Mr. Connor yielded his objections, | 
and the afternoon of Tuesday next, from six || 
o’clock, was set apart for the purpose of consid- || 
ering the foregoing bill. 


TENNESSEE LAND BILL. 


Mr. DUNLAP moved to suspend the rules of | 
the House, for the purpose of going into Com- | 
mittee of the Whole House, on the Tennessee 
land bill. 

Mr. D. said he asked the indulgence of the 
House to state the situation of the persons pro- 
vided for in saidebill. The citizens of eighteen 
counties, and the fractions of five others, were 
directly interested in the passage of this bill: they 
live on scraps of vacant land. They had been || 
for twelve years asking Congress to provide some 








it had hitherto denied them. The members whose 
constituents were directly interested in the pas- 
rage of this bill had, during the last and present | 
session, contented themselves to give silent votes. 
They had not occupied the attention of this House 
with long speeches. Their great anxiety to get 


this bill passed had prevented them from occu- | 


Tallahassee to St. Marks, in Florida, was taken | 


|| vide for the establishment of the Western Terri- 
| tory, and for the security and protection of emi- | 
| grants, and other Indian tribes therein. 


|| He examined the relatioris in which the Govern- | 
_ment of the United States had placed itself by the 
| several treaties made from time to time with the 


| 
i 


|| 
Post Office and Post Roads, establishing certain 1 


| engagements, and it became necessary to take | 
| measures for the purpose of fulfilling those obliga- | 
| tions. . 


| among themselves as should, in a great measure, | 


} 


’ | was to fulfil our obligations to 
means for them to obtain a title to their homes; | 


| ment of the United States. 
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pying a portion of the time of the House in de- | 
bate. Their constituents had a right to a portion | 
of the time of the House, for the consideration of | 


_ their business: none had been given them during || 
t e have been assist- | 
| ing other gentlemen to get the business of their | 
_ constituents attended to; now we ask them to as- | 
rovisions of the bill are such as | 
|| will give general satisfaction. 


the last or present session. 


sist us. The 
He did not believe 
there could be any opposition to the same, and 
that it‘would occupy but a short time of the House. 
He asked it as a matter of favor of the House to | 
take up this bill. 

Mr. CROCKETT wished to make a few 
planations on the subject of this bill. . 

Objection being made, Mr. C. resumed his seat. | 


ex- 
| 


The question was then taken on Mr. Duntap’s | 
| motion to suspend the rules; which was negatived | 


—yeas 77, nays 52; two-thirds being required. 
THE WESTERN TERRITORY. 


Mr.GILMER moved to suspend all the previous | 
orders of the day, for the purpose of taking up | 
the bill establishing the Western Territory. Mr. 
G. in submitting this motion, urged the importance | 
and necessity of speedy action upon this measure. | 

After a few remarks by Messrs. ASHLEY, | 
LOVE, and H. EVERETT, the latter gentieman | 
asked the yeas and nays on the motion to sus- | 
pend the rules; which were ordered, and were— | 
yeas 145, nays 50. 

So the House determined to consider the bill. 

The House accordingly took up the bill to pro- 


The bill had passed through the Committee of | 


On motion of Mr. JOHN Q. ADAMS, the bill 
was read at length by the Clerk. 
Several verbal amendments were agreed to with- 


Mr. HORACE EVERETT entered into a 
lengthened defence of the provisions of the bill. | 





| 
| 


Indian tribes, and the relations in which it stood | 
towards the Indian tribes, by the claims they had 
upon the Government of the United States, on 
account of those treaties. Various engagements | 
had been entered into with those tribes, providing | 
for their removal west of the Mississippi. ‘For the | 
fulfilment of these engagements the faith of the | 
nation was pledged. Among those engagements, | 
was one guarantying to the Indians the posses- | 
sion of their lands against all hostilities whatever, | 
whether arising from other tribes or between | 
themselves. These were the two most important | 


One great object of the bill was to enable the 
Indians themselves to make such regulations 


relieve us from the burthen, so far as we could 
induce them to take upon themselves the obliga- 
tions we have assumed; to defend themselves from 
foreign hostilities, and maintain peaceamong them- 
selves. This could only be done = employing | 
such a military force as that provided for under the 
bill. One word as to the relations between the 
Government of the United States and the State of 
Georgia: we had bound ourselves to extinguish 





| the Indian titles to all the lands within the limits of 


that State; and that would be done if this bill 
passed, and that embarrassing question forever set- 
tled. Mr. E. then referred to the Indian titles in 
Alabama, Tennessee, Mississippi, &c., which be- 
longed to the United States, and which we should | 
then acquire. The first great object of the bill | 
s the Indians; | 
the next to redeem the faith we had pledged to- | 
wards the State of Georgia; the third to acquire a 
territory for ourselves in those States wherein the | 
Indian titles belonged exclusively to the Govern- 


The great question was, if the bill would effect | 
these objects. First, with regard to the Cherokees | 
in Georgia, it was a belief, well founded, that as | 





|| confederation of the different tribes. 
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soon as the bill was passed, that tribe would emi- 
grate, and one great end would be answered, that 
of disposing of those intricate and embarrassing 
questions, which had so long been agitated, not 
only in the State of Georgia, but also in other sec- 
tions of the country. r. E. then entered into a 
review of the various sections of the bill seriatim. 
With regard to the alleged indisposition of the In- 
diane to emigrate, Mr. E. said the committee had 
satisfactory evidence before them that the tribes 
were ae to do so, if their territorial govern- 
ment could be ensured. The committee had pro- 
cured a translation of the bill, and submitted it to a 
delegation in Washington, who expressed them- 
selves satisfied with it. The object was not to 
force it upon the Indians, but to organize a plan, 
and to provide an officer on the spot, who might 
aid mal assist in carrying it into effect. Much 
error had arisen from the name given to that 
officer, from his being called Governor, instead of 
Superintendent; and it was thence imagined that 
it was the object of the bill to form an Indian 
government; but this was not so. The plan of 
the council was for the purpose of their forming a 
It was indis- 
pensable that the presiding power should be some- 
where; it was in the President of the United 
States, who, as Commander-in-Chief of the Army, 
was required to see the bill carried into effect, 
which could only be ensured by a military force; 


|) and the commander of that force would be ap- 


pointed in the usual manner. Sufficient powers 
had been reserved to the United States, in the 


'| provisions of the bill, between the different tribes, 


With regard to a delegate, it was absolutely 
necessary that the Indians should have one in that 
House. What objection might be urged against 
it he knew not, but if they were to examine the 
subject minutely, they would find it exceedingly 
difficult to discover by what authority a delegate 
from either of the Territories come there. The 
end of the committee had been to provide for every 
thing which could civilize the Indian tribes, and 
no provision was thought more conducive to that 
end than the provision authorizing a delegate to be 
sent to Congress. It would also be productive of 
a great saving to the United States, and would 
eventually do away with much of the expenses of 
the Indian department. 

Mr. JOHN Q. ADAMS regretted to see that 
there was an evident disposition on the part of the 
House to pass this bill. It was a bill interfering 
with the laws of nations, and proposing the es- 
tablishment of a despotism. It was a bill to alter 
the Constitution of the United States, and was 
contrary to the second section of that instrument. 
He asked the gentleman who reported the bill, 
{[Mr. Everett,] to show him any article of the 
Constitution authorizing the establishment of an 
Indian Territory. This land was guarantied 
to the Indians, and what right had we to take 
upon ourselves to form the Indians into an inte- 
gral part of the United States? Such an instance 
was never known under the Constitution. If you 
did this, what could prevent you from having a 
negro territory in the United States, and authorizing 
it to send a delegate to Congress? Were gentle- 
men prepared for this? He believed not, but it 
might come. 

t was also a bill to change the laws of nations. 
The relations in which the United States existed 
towards the Indians, were relations under the com- 
mon compact of the laws of nations. The Indians 
had retained the power of self-government. We 
had made treaties with them, and if we proposed 
any such control over them as that intended by 
the present bill, it could only be done by treaty. 
We were assuming more than we had a right to, 
in en by legislation, though he was not un- 
aware that an Indian treaty was a mockery. 

It was a bill for the establishment of a despo- 
tism. It was in contravention of the laws of na- 
tions, and was therefore despotic. Under the 
Constitution, every State must be republican, and 
the people were so punctillious, that although 
they reserved certain sovereign rights to the States, 
they made it a fundamental principle with them 
all, that no government in this Union should be 
established, other than republican. If they did 
so, the other States were bound to put it down 
by force. This bill was not republican at all; it 
established a military despotism. To prove this, 





i ai ti 


ie 
By, 


Ra a 


Pia BE c 


1835. 


Mr. A. read the second and third sections of the 





He intended to move to striké out these two sec- 
tions. The bill had undergone a close and rigid 
examination last session, and was proved to be 
of the character he had designated. Mr. A. con- 
cluded by moving to strike out the second section 
of the bill. 

Mr. BURGES was always in favor of every- 
thing that could be done to those wrecks of so 
many mighty nations, but to see the represent- 
atives of a great Republic sitting there to make 


laws for people who were unrepresented, was one | 


of the greatest anomalies he could have conceived. | 
It would be inefficacious. If those people had | 


asked for it, and had requested the wise men of | 


this nation to make a code of laws for them, that 
would be aifferent; but they could not be coerced | 
by laws made without their consent. He should | 
shrink from doing so with horror. #6 

Mr. B. opposed, particularly, the provision of 


support the bill. 


viding for taking back their lands again. Ina 
few years, (he said,) by dragoons and bayonets, 
Christian tomahawks and scalping-knives, not one 
of these poor fellows would exist on his land. 
Mr. GILMER said, if they intended to act 
upon this bill, it was impossible to go into the old 
question with the Indians, The clause referred 
to by the gentleman from Rhode Island (Mr. 
BurGeEs] was an exact transcript from the agree- 
ment made with the Indians themselves. The 
Indians were in a state of pupilage, regarded as 
unfit to govern themselves. It was said that the 
employment of a military force made this a des- 
potism. Was not the United States a republican 
Government; and would the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts refuse to employ a military force to 


THE 


bill, and said it was the very essence of despotism. 





| himse 
Mr. HARDIN began by an examination of the | 





carry the laws into execution? And why should 
not the Indian Council dothe same? The gentle- 
man himself had once carried it out to a greater 
extent. Mr. G. contended that the bill was the 
only measure that could be devised to secure the 
Indians’ rights, and yet the bill was objected to by 
the gentleman from Rhode Island on that very 
round. 

Mr. BURGES explained. 
rights to be secured by treaty. 

Mr. GILMER resumed. With regard to the 
motion to strike out the second section, he would 
observe that the word territory was useu, not in 
the sense of a government, but as a territory or 
tract of country. Mr. G. would have ne objec- 
tion to strike out all that part relating to territory, 
and insert some other words, and also insert a 
provision to reserve to the Indians the same right 
to the lands they had now. The word territory 
was introduced by the committee in compliance 
with the wish of the Indians themselves. r.G. 
moved to insert ** lands within,’’ so as to read, 
‘* lands within said territory,’’ and gave notice of 
another amendment connected with the provision 
for a Delegate to Congress. : 

Mr. ARCHER regretted the apathy and indif- 
ference with which this subject was regarded. 
He contended that the bill under consideration 
was for the establishment of a foreign confedera- 
cy, that might become as great as our own. We 
had as much right to go abroad and incorporate 
a government in a foreign land. We had terri- 
tories now, but of what are they composed? Of 
citizens of the United States. It had been said 
they were in a state of pupilage. Who governed 
them? Who appointed the meetings of their 
councils? Did not every one know that the agent 
of the United States could govern these Indians 
by the influence of whisky and presents? When 
these presents had not proved sufficient, what had 

roved so? Force! Is this securing to the poor 
ndian a government of his own? The remedy 
proposed grew out of those very acts of oppres- 
sion. Mr. A. contended that the proposed gov- 
ernment would be a despotism—a mili 


wou itary gov- 
ernment in its worst form. He had a feeling 


He wished their 


which he would never surrender, which would 

cate ws him to discountenance any govern- 
entin this country composed of people of an 

other color than his. on. ves | . 


There was even now 





| objection to this bill? 





blacks on our borders. There was one already 


fertile sections of the country. He asked, what 
would be the relation of this government to our- 
selves? It would bea province. Were we dead 
to the warnings of history? What finally sub- 


| jugated Rome? Her provinces. The territory | 
in contemplation, (though it did not deserve the | 

| name of territory, and he would not cail it such,) 

| would make a parallel with tallen Rome. 

governor or superintendent would resemble her || 

e hoped the members of that || 


Our 


proconsuls. 
House would pause before they recognised the 
aa 36 sanctioned in the bill; and he expressed 
f opposed to it in every form. 


claims of Georgia on the United States Govern- 
ment in reference to the Indian titles to lands if 


/the Cherokee country, &c., and maintained that 
the bill providing for a reversion of the Indian || 
lands to the United States, and said he could not || 
We were placing these men || 
under the power of our legislation, and then pro- || 


we were bound to fulfil the engagements we had || 


made with Georgia for extinguishing those claims. 


It was the policy of the United States to give | 


them such a form of government as should induce 
treaties with all the Indian tribes, and make all 


| those tribes the true friends of the United States. 


Such was the object of the bill. Notwithstanding 
the profound respect which he entertained for the 


opinions of the gentlemen from Massachusetts | 


and Virginia [Messrs. Apams and Arcuerj on 


constitutional law, he could not see the subject in | 


the same light in which they appeared to view it. 
Mr. H. then referred to the act admitting the Ter- 
ritory of Louisiana into the Government asa Ter- 


provisions to the present one. 


he would ask them where was the constitutional 
Military force was author- 
ized in the incorporation of Louisiana into the 
Government. 


potism in the matter. 


resorted to to sustain a bad cause. 
Mr. H. sai he would be happy to see a dele- 


gate from that abused race upon this floor, and | 
he doubted not that nine times out of ten he would || 


go with him. Give these tribes a government, 
and a standing among nations. 
graded the otherwise fair character of our country, 


| than the fate of this almost extinctrace. The rem- 


nant of them left on this side of the setting sun, 
was a reproach to Spain and to Europe. “What 
could more contribute to our glory, than to be the 
instruments of making a reparation, so long due, 
to an injured—a persecuted race? Mr. H. alluded 
to the indirect and inefficient attempts that had 


| been made to civilize the Indians, by sending mis- 


sionaries among them, &c., but he would say, 
give them a government, give them property, give 
them laws and literature, and everything would 
follow. They would then become Christians like 
ourselves. e owed it to Georgia to doit. We 
owed it to ourselves, and to our God, and he 
never, in his life, voted more cheerfully for any 
bill than he should for the present. 
such fears as those dreaded by the two gentlemen 
whe had addressed the House that morning. 
Wait till the time comes and then meet the contin- 
gency. He hoped the bill would pass. 

Mr. VINTON said this discussion was unex- 
pected to him. It was a solemn subject, and he 
feared the character of the bill was not properly 
understood by the House. If the country was 
charged with any violation of public faith, which 
bore with particular force upon its national char- 
acter, it was this of its obligations to, and contract 
with, the aborigines. The territory included in 
the bill extended over an immense portion of our 


continent—bounded on one side by the twenty- 
ninth degree of north latitude, and extending over 


thirteen degrees of longitude. Heconcurred with 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Apams,]} 


that the government proposed for this territory | 
was a despotism—a military government in em- | 
| bryo. 
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a proposition existing to form a government of | 


W hy then object to it here, where | 
the Indians themselves were allowed a command- | 
| ing voice in its exercise? tie could see no des- || 
The epposition to the bill | 


| reminded him of the trick of lawyers so often 


What more de- | 


He had no 





ue 


How was this territory to be governed? By a 








( || governor and a council consisting of twenty-four 
established in Canada, formed of the negroes from | 


our own territory, and occupying one of the most | 


| chiefs, who were ** to be elected or selected.’” What 
| selected meant, he knew not. Then it was con- 
_ fined to chiefs; no other Indian than achief. Then 
the Governor had many despotic powers. Mr. 
V.recited the various provisions of the bill setting 
forth the same. 

Mr. CLAYTON rose and requested the Chair 
to call the House to order, as the stir was so great 
that, though sitting near the gentleman, he was 
himself unable to hear him distinctly. 

Mr. HUBBARD said as there was a great ex- 
| citement prevailing in consequence of the import- 
ant news that had arrived, he moved that the 
House adjourn. Negatived. 

Mr. VINTON resumed. He was opposed to 
| the bill, because, in the first place, it was uncon- 

stitutional, and secondly, it was anti-republican. 
If it was intended to form a civil government, he 
| was for the employment of civil officers only. If, 


| however,’ the bill should be adopted, he should 
| move to restrict the limits of the territory within 
| a smaller compass, so that it should not be larger 
| than one, or two, at the utmost, of the Western 
| States. 

| Mr.CLAYTON reviewed the objections to the 
| bill. Those of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
| (Mr. Apams] were three; first, that it violated the 
| Constitution; second, that it violated national law; 
third, that it would establish a despotism. The 
objection of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
ARCHER] was that we were about to create a dan- 
gerous confederacy; and those of the gentleman 


ritory, for which the gentleman from Maseachu- || trom Ohio [Mr. Vinron] that the territory would 


|| setts voted, and which was similar in many of its 
The officers of | 
that Territory were appointed by the President, 

and where was then the cry of despotism? And | 


| be too large. Mr. C. maintained that these objec- 
| tions were more imaginary than real. He took 
them up and answered them seriatim. He thought 
| that the General Government had the same power 
over its own Territories that a State government 
| had over the territory within its own limits. 
| @ hey both had the right to impose what conditions 
| they thought necessary for the regulations of the 
people residing within the territory. Nor could 
ae stop after having once assumed the rigit. 
he United States Government had done it in 
| Various ways, and they had the same power to 
| extend their regulations as far as it deemed ex- 
| pedient. Mr. é. then gave a historical outline 
of the incidents and events that had occurred be- 
| tween the State of Georgia and the Cherokee 
Indians in that State, and advocated the bill at 
| considerable length. 
‘|| He concluded by insisting that it was not the 
object of the bill to establish a new territory or a 
| new government. It was to securea home to the 
|| Indian tribes of the country. Such was the wish 
|| and feeling of the State of Georgia, and, he trusted, 
| such would prove to be the feeling of this House 
| and of this country. Where, he asked, was the 
| evidence of all that benevolence so often manifested 
in this House? Now was the time to exert it. 
| Now it could be plainly evinced by the passage of 
|| this bill. . 
| Mr. ADAMS rose to correct some statements 
|| of the gentleman from Kentucky {[Mr. Harps} in 
| relation to the vote he gave on the admission of 
the Territory of Louisiana into this Government. 
| He quoted from the Journals of the House from 
|| 1804 to 1806, (which he held in hia hand,) to 


|| prove that the course he pursued on that occasion 
|| was directly the reverse of that attributed to him. 
| He made a wide distinction between that case, 
|| however, and the present. This was for the ad- 
|| mission into our Union of another race of beings, 
|| and not the admission of white men belonging to 
a foreign government. 

Mr. FILLMORE proposed an amendment to 
the bill, which was decided then to be out of order, 
but at the solicitation of Mr. F. the amendment 
, was read. Mr. F’. was induced to offer his amend- 
ment (he said) to apply particularly to those tribes 
| of Indians residing in New York. 

This amendment not being considered in order 
|| by the Chair, : 
|| Mr. GILMER obtained leave to make some 
|| explanatory remarks applicable to the subject to 
| which the amendment of Mr. F. alluded. 
On motion of Mr. JONES, of Georgia, 
The House then adjourned. 
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IN SENATE. After some remarks from Mr. Brown, | tlemen on the other side of the House, was that 
| 


z ; ‘ . Mr. CLAY reiterated his opposition to the bill, || the measure would be auxiliary to th 
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Sarunpay, February 21, 1835. | and contended that the mint at Philadelphia was || of the metallic curréncy of the United area 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- || fully competent to do all the coinage which the || contribute to bring the Government back to that 
ate a communication from the Treasury Depart- || country required. He denied the correctness of || 


ie 
, 
z 
hy 
t 
z 
* 
‘ 
Cr ' 


* So ee 2 Pn aos 
ee EO a Sal aa pears arene 
. rs ee - od, 
r : . Ke 
¥ os . Sp ee ee os 
# em 2 


toch ee nagar drat ath 
> ole te 
ry? 2 


ae pn EB yink Bg OR arnt 


AGERE BS ae 


er 


ment, made in obedience to a resolution o 
Senate, transmitting the information called for 
relative to obstructions in the Potomac : iver, be- 
tween Washington and Georgetown. 


the | 


Also, a communication from the War Depart- | 
ment, transmitting the information called for bya 
resolution of the Senate, relative to a survey at the 


mouth of St. Joseph’s river. 
NON-INTERCOURSE WITH FRANCE. 


Mr. SILSBEE presented the memorial of a 

number of citizens of Beverly, Massachusetts, 

raying the passage of a non-intercourse law with 
‘rance. 

After some remarks from Mesers. SILSBEE, 
CALHOUN, KING of Alabama, BROWN, 
GOLDSBOROUGH, POINDEXTER, LEIGH, 
BENTON, WEBSTER, and BUCHANAN, the 
memorial was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FOUR YEARS’ LAW. 


The bill to repeal the two first sections of the 
act limiting the term of certain officers, commonly 
called the four year law, came up on its final pas- 
sage, when Mr. EWING demanded the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered; and the bill was passed 
—yeas 31, nays 16; as follows: 

EAS—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Bibb, Black, 
Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, 
Goldaborough, Kent, King of Georgia, Leigh, 
McKean, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, 
Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Silsbee, Smith, 
Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, Tyler, Waggaman, 
Webster, White—31. 


Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King of Alabama, Knight, 


| tell the gentleman they had none to gratify. The 


the argument that the mint at New Orleans was | 
necessary to prevent the transportation of the | 
bullion to Philadelphia. [t would find its way to 

the great commercial marts of the country at all | 
events, whether coined or not—he considered it, | 
therefore, unwise and injudicious to establish these | 
branches. 


go and get out the precious metals, but when the | 
objections to the measure were so strong, he could 
not consent to yield his opposition to it. 

Mr. C. moved the indefinite postponement of | 
the bill, and asked the yeas and nays upon the 
fnotion; which were ordered. 

Mr. MANGUM regretted that the gentleman 
had not all the information which was necessary 


| 
it 


tt 


currency which was contemplated by the Consti- 
tution. 

A protracted and discursive debate then ensued 
in which Messrs. FRELINGHUYSEN, MAN. 
GUM, CALEHIOUN, BENTON, PORTER 
WEBSTER, GOLDSBOROUGH, CLAY, and 
EWING participated, when the principles of the 


He supposed it would gratify the pride | gold biil of last session were fully gone into. 
of the States of North Carolina and Georgia, to || 
have them there where they might conveniently | 


The question to postpone was determined in 
the negative by the following vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Buchanan, Clay, Ewing, 
Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, Hill, Knight, Mc- 
Kean, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Smith, South- 
ard, Swift, Tipton—16. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Black, Brown, 
Calhoun, Cuthbert, Hendricks, Kane, King of 


| Alabama, King of Georgia, Leigh, Linn, Man- 


to enable him to understand this subject; if he had, |, 


Mr. M. thought he would not oppose the bill. He | 
thought the necessity to multiply the number of | 
American coins was manifest, and the actual loss | 
of transporting the bullion and foreign coins to | 
Philadelphia for coinage was about three and | 
three-quarters per cent.; a loss which must retard | 
the increaseof the coinage. Withrespectto grati- | 


fying the pride of the southern States, he would || 


| actual loss in the gold region of Georgia and North | 


| 


Linn, Morris, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tall; |, 


madge, Tipton, Wright—16. 


1 
BILLS PASSED. || gentlemen say that there were great quantities of || 


The following bills were also read a third time || 


and passed: 


The bill further to suspend the operation of || their accommodation. 


Carolina far exceeds the expense of all the neces- | 
sary buildings for these establishments. 
no evil in the multiplication of these mints. It | 
was well said by the gentleman from Missouri, | 


| 


He saw | 


when the bill was up before, thatin the commenta- | 
| ries upon the Constitution it was understood that | 
NAYS—Messrs. Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, | 


branches of the mint might be multiplied. He 


natural advantages of the country required it. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN thought the object | 
of having a mint was mistaken, when he heard | 


gold in the southern quarter of the country, and | 
asked the Government to establish mints there for | 
The mint was established | 


certain provisos of the ‘Act to alter and amend | for the accommodation of the Government, and he | 
the several acts imposing duties on imports,”’ |! thought the present one sufficient. Why put an | 


passed in July, 1832. 
The bill for the relief of David Beard; 


'| additional burden on the Government because the | 
people in that section have been so fortunate as to 


The supplement to the act granting a township || find gold in abundance? The plain answer is, if | 


of land to certain exiles from Poland; 
The bill for the relief of Walter Loomis and 
Abei Gay; and 


The bill for the definition and punishment of | 


offences against the United States. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- | 
nance, made an unfavorable report on the petition | 
of Matthias Brumen. 
Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on | 
Naval Affairs, reported the bill from the House | 
regulating the pay of the officers of the navy of 
the United States. 


| 





Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
Pensions, reported the bill from the House grant- 
ing a pension to Joseph Gilbert. 

Also, the bill granting a pension to John Gero- | 
delle. 

Also, the bill granting a pension to Luke Voo- | 
hise, with an intimation that he should, when it 
came up before the Senate, move for its indefinite | 
postponement. 

Also, a bill granting a pension to Col. Gideon | 
Morgan, with an amendment. 

Also, a bill to increase the pension of Origen | 
Eaton, with an amendment. 

Mr. PRENTISS, from the same committee, | 


reported a bill for the relief of John Ashton. Also, 


a bill for the relief of Thomas Morton. 
Mr. ROBBINS, from the Committee on the 





Library, reported a resolution requiring the Sec- 
retary of State to cause to be compiled and printed 
a list of the officers of Government. 

BRANCHES OF THE UNITED STATES MINT. 


On motion of Mr. WAGGAMAN, the Senate 
resumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the bill 


| are the facts? 


to establish branches of the mint of the United 


States. 


| he hoped woul 


you have found gold, you ought to be the last to | 
ask the aid of the Government in transporting it 
to Philadelphia. The manufacturer asks no aid 
in transporting his productions to market, and 
how is the case of the gold digger any stronger? 
He wished gentlemen to answer this objection. 


| us from the burthen of transporting our bullion to | 


be coined, when the manufacturers of the North | 


did not ask to be paid for transporting their mate- || 
rial. Mr. B. said it was true they have not applied || 
for this assistance, but they have applied for that || 
which is much more substantial—protection. The | 


people of the South ask no protection—they rely | 
on their own exertions—they ask but a simple act | 
of justice, which is extended to other parts of the | 
Union—they ask for their rights, under the regu- | 
lation of Congress—the right to coin money. But 
the gentleman from Kentucky says that there is | 


| 


no expense imposed. upon the South by way of | 


transporting their bullion; that the burthen would | 


be the same as if it wascoinedthere. The remark 
of the gentleman is founded in mistake. What 
Can the bullion of North Carolina 
be circulated as a circulating medium? Weaill | 


know itcannot be done, and its value, therefore, 


must be necessarily curtailed, and it must be | 


transported at great risk, trouble, and expense. 
The annual loss sustained by the citizens of 
Carolina from these causes amounts to a sum 
which is very serious to them. But they suffer a 
much greater loss than the returns of the mint 
disclose. Much of their gold is sent to South 





Carolina and Georgia, and from thence it is sent | 
to the mint as Georgia and South Carolina gold, |) 


| was willing to establish branches wherever the | 


| 


1 


gum, Moore, Morris, Poindexter, Porter, Preston, 
obinson, Shepley, Silsbee, Tallmadge, Tyler, 
Waggaman, Webster, White, Wright—27. 

Mr. CLAY made some further remarks in op- 
position to the bill; and, with a view to test the 
opinion of the Senate, he moved its recommitment 
to the Committee on Finance, with instructionsto 
amend the bill so as to authorize the establishment 
of one branch only, upon which motion he asked 
the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

After some further remarks from Messrs. POIN- 
DEXTER, WAGGAMAN, CLAY, and CAL- 
HOUN, the question was determined in the nega- 
tive by the following vote: : 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Black, Buchanan, Clay, 
Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, Hill, 
Knight, McKean, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Smith, Southard, Swift, Tipton, Tomlinson—18. 

NAYS— Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Cal- 
houn, Cuthbert, Hendricks, Kane, King of Ala- 


|| bama, King of Georgia, Leigh, Linn, Mangum, 


ny eee: Porter, Totes 
uggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tyler, Waggaman, 
Whue, Writht 24, . , - 

Mr. CLAY then moved to postpone the bill till 
Monday next; and on that motion he asked the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered, and the ques- 
tion was determined in the negative—yeas 20, nays 
22; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Buchanan, Clay, Ewing, 
Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, Hill, Knight, Mc- 
Kean, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, 
Robbins, Shepley, Smith, Southard, Swift, Tip- 
ton, Tomlinson—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Black, Brown, 


| Calhoun, Cuthbert, Hendricks, Kane, King of Al- 


, abama, King of Georgia, Leigh, Linn, Mangum, 


} 
| 


|. Porter, Preston, Robinson, Ruggles, Tallmadge, 
Mr. BROWN said the gentleman from New || 


Jersey asked why we apply to Congress to relieve | 


Tyler, Waggaman, White, Wright—22. 

Mr. CLAY then moved another section, as an 
amendment to the bill, authorizing the establish- 
ment of a branch of the mint at Louisville, Ken- 
tucky. ~ 

Mr. C. made some remarks in support of the 
amendment, and Mr. MANGUM, Mr. BIBB, 
and Mr. WAGGAMAN, opposed it. 

_ The motion was disagreed to without a divis- 
ion. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and 
the question being on concurring in the amend- 


/ ments made as in Committee of the Whole, Mr. 


orth || 


CLAY moved further to amend the bill by redu- 
cing thesalary of the superintendent of the branch 
at New Orleans, from $3,000 to $2,000 per an- 
num, and upon that motion demanded the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered, and are as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Buchanan, Clay, Ewing, 
Goldsborough, Hendricks, Hill, McKean, Moore, 
Morris, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Shepley, 
Smith, Southard, Swift, Tipton, Tomlinson, 

, Webster—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Black, Brown, 
Calhoun, Cuthbert, Kane, King of Alabama, King 
of Georgia, Leigh, Linn, Mangum, Poindexter, 
Porter, Preston, Robbins, Ruggles, Tallmadge, 
Tyler, Waggaman, White, Wright—22. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 
Mr. CLAY then moved a further amendment to 


when in fact it is North Carolina gold. Another || reduce the salary to $2,500 per annum, and upon 
reason for the — of the law, and one which || that motion demanded the yeas and nays; which 


not be less regarded by the gen- \| were ordered and are as fo 
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YEAS—Meesrs. Buchanan, Clay, Ewing, Golds- || such circumstances as should prevent the charges || Mr. W. said that the committee had been 


borough, Hendricks, Hill, Linn, McKean, Moore, || 


- Morris, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, | 


Shepley, Silsbee, Smith, Southard, Swift, Tipton, } 
Tomiinson, Webster—22. ; \| 
NAYS—Messrs. Benion, Bibb, Black, Brown, | 
Calhoun, Cuthbert, Kane, King of Alabama, King | 
of Georgia, Leigh, Mangum, Poindexter, Porter, | 
Preston, Robinson, Talimadge, Tyler, Wagga- | 
man, White, Wright—2U. I) 
So the Senate agreed so to amend the bill. — | 
Mr. EWING then moved to amend by reducing | 
the salary of the treasurer at New Orleans from | 
$2,000 to $1,500. ; 
Mr. CLAY moved that the Senate adjourn; | 
which was lost—ayes 15, noes not counted. ri 
The question recurring on the amendment, it | 
was determined in the negative on a division— | 
yeas 20, nays 21. 
Mr. EWING then moved further to amend by 
reducing the salary of the chief coiner from $2,000 | 
to $1,500 per annum, and demanded the yeas and | 
nays on the motion; which were ordered, and it | 
was determined in the negative by the following 


vote: 

Y EAS—Messrs. Buchanan, Clay, Ewing, | 
Goidsborough, Hill, Knight, McKean, Moore, | 
Morris, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Shepley, 
Smith, Southard, Swift, Tipton, ‘Tomlinson—18. | 

NA YS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Black, Brown, 
Calhoun, Cuthbert, Hendricks, Kane, King of | 
Alabama, King of Georgia, Leigh, Linn, Man- | 

um, Poindexter, Porter, Preston, Robinson, 

uggles, Silsbee, Tallmadge, Tyler, Waggaman, 
Webster, White, Wright—25. 

Mr. CLAY then moved to reduce the salaries | 
of the assayer, melter, and refiner, from $2,000 
each to $1,500; which was disagreed to. 

On motion of Mr. CLAY, the salaries of the | 
two clerks were reduced from $1,700 to $1,200 


each. | 

Mr. CLAY then moved to reduce the salaries || 
of the two superintendents of the branches in || 
North Carolina and Georgia, from $2,000 to | 
$1,500 each, and on that motion demanded the | 
yeas and nays; which were ordered, and are as | 
follows: 1} 


YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Buchanan, Clay, Ewing, || offered a resolution, that the Military Committee | 
is, || be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


Goldsborough, Hill, Knight, McKean, Morris, 
Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Shepley, Smith, | 
Southard, Swift, Tipton, Tomlinson—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Black, Brown, || 
Calhoun, Cuthbert, Hendricks, Kane, King of | 
Alabama, King of Georgia, Leigh, Mangum, | 
Poindexter, Porter, Robinson, Ruggles, Silsbee, || 
Tallmadge, Tyler, Waggaman, Wester, White, | 
Wright—24. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 


ASSAULT UPON THE PRESIDENT. 


The CHAIR !aid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Hon. Georce PoinpextTER, | 
calling the attention of the Senate to an anony- 
mous letter, stating that affidavits were in the | 
possession of the President of the United States, | 
proving that interviews had taken place between 
Mr. Pornpexter and Richard Lawrence, a few 
days 


|, its close. 


revious to the attempt on the life of the || 


from being met, he should not credit, but upon | 
the tee of much higher evidence than had | 
yet been adduced. 
But (said Mr. C.) the communication calls on | 
us for the exercise of a most unpleasant duty, and 
at a most unpropitious season—at a time when the | 
Senate is within seven or eight days of the close 
of its session, and when the official existence of | 
the Senator himself, for a time at least, is near | 
But although the time is short, that | 
should not become a question when the duty of | 
this body requires it to act. It was the duty of the | 


|, Senate to examine into the case, as requested by | 


the Senator, and if it should turn out to be true | 


| that he had the slightest agency in that most nefa- 


rious attempt involving the life of a fellow-citi- | 


zen, and that citizen the Chief Magistrate of the | 
| country, he had no doubt, painful as the alterna- 
tive might be, that we would be called on to exer- | 


cise the high functions conferred on the Senate by 
the Constitution, of expelling so unworthy a 
member. But if it should turn out that there was 


not the slightest foundation for the charge, and | 


that there had been no agency on the part of the 
Chief Magistrate in procuring such affidavits, it 


was due to the country that he should be vindi- || 
| cated from the aspersion. ‘Taking this view of the | 


case, he thought there could not be the slightest 
objection to creating the committee of investiga- 
tion, as asked for. 

Mr. C. concluded by moving that a committee 


|| of five be appointed for this purpose, clothed with 
| power to send for persons and papers. 


The motion was agreed to. 

On balloting for the committee, it appeared that 
Messrs. TYLER, SMITH, MANGUM, KING 
of Georgia, and WRIGHT, were appointed. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


Mr.WEBSTER then gave notice that on Mon- 
day next he would move to take up the bill 
making appropriations for the support of the for- 
tifications of the United States. 


FORT MIFFLIN. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, by unanimous consent, 


making an appropriation to repair Fort Mifilin, 


_and to construct pier batteries in the river Dela- | 


ware; which was considered and adopted. 
The Senate then adjourned. 


ee 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, February 21, 1835. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, reported the bill of the Senate to 
create a commission for the adjustment of claims 
on account of French spoliations prior to 1800. 
He said the committee had instructed him to state 


|| that there was not sufficient time for its members 


to investigate a question of such magnitude, and 
requiring the examination of so many documents. 
The committee had therefore instructed him to 
move that it be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill, and that it be laid upon the 
table—with the assent of the committee, he also 
moved that two statements, the one prepared by the 





President, and asking the appointment of a select 
committee to investigate the facts and report them 
to the Senate. 

The communication was read, and also a docu- 
ment signed by D. J. Pearce, a member of the 
House, testifying (as the reporter understood it) 
that he saw such depositions in the hands of the | 





President. 
Mr. CLAY rose and said that the commuhica- 


tion and document which had just been read, || 





inspired him with nothing but the deepest morti- | 
fication and regret; and when he saw the anony- | 
mous letter to which the communication referred, 
he did not believe there was the slightest founda- 
tion for it. It was impossible for him to credit the 
statement, that affidavits should have been pro- 
cured at the instance of the Chief Magistrate, for 
the sorree of implicating a Senator of the Uni- | 
ted States in so foul a transaction. That such a 
plan of injuring a fellow-citizen should be adopt- 
ed, affidavits of such a tenor procured, and put 
away for the purpose of producing them under 


gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Everett,] 
_in favor of the claims; the other by himself, 
| against them, embodying much information on 
| both sides of the question, should be printed for 


|| the use of the House; which was ordered accord- || 8 
| ingly. 


y 
| Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Claims, 


| which was read twice and committed. 


for the organization of the Post Office 


ordered to be 
Mr. WAT 


rinted. 





tur and cthers, 


reported a bill for the relief of Abner Stelson; 


Mr. CONNOR, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported, with an 
amendment, the bill from the Senate to provide 


induced to offer the resolution in consequence of 
the necessitous condition of one of the parties. 

The SPEAKER decided the resolution to be 
out of order. 

Petitions were presented, on leave, by Messrs. 
LOVE and POLK, and referred. 

Mr. ASHLEY presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of Missouri relative to the boundary 
line of that State; which were ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. CHINN, from the Commitiee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill making an ap- 
propriation for the support of the penitentiary in 
the District of Columbia for the year 1835; which 
was read twice and committed. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported the following bills; which were 
read twice, and ordered to be read a third time: 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of James Wil- 
|, on, deceased; and 

A bill for the relief of Sarah H. B. Stith. 

Mr. BEATTY, by leave, submitted the follow- 
ing joint resolution; which was read twice, and is 
|, further consideration _ to Monday next, 
|, and it was ordered to be printed: 
Resolved bythe Senate and House of Representatives 
of the Congress of the United States, That the Secre- 
|| tary of War be instructed to expend ten thousand 
| dollars of the thirty thousand dollars appropriated 
| at the last session of Congress for the improve- 

ment of the navigation of the Cumberland river, 
| between the mouth of Laurel river and the Big 
| South Fork of Cumberland river, in the neighbor- 
| hood of the Stone Coal Mine, during the next 
|| summer. 


|| Mr. HAMER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which a resolution adopted by the 
House, on motion of Mr. Burges, had been 
referred, directing said commitiee to inquire into 
the expediency of providing thatall printing here- 
|| after required for every branch of the public ser- 
|| vice should be executed in the District of Colum- 
| bia, and also into the propriety of excluding all 
| newspaper editors and publishers of the same from 
| @ participation in the execution of said printing, 
| mode a lengthy report. 

Mr. H. moved that the committee be discharged 
|| from the further consideration of the subject. 
‘| Mr. FOSTQER asked for the reading of the re- 
| port. 
| The reading of the report was commenced; but 
| before it was concluded— 

Mr. WATMOUGH called for the orders of the 

day—yeas 98, nays 48. 


REGISTERED AMERICAN SEAMEN. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
| from the Secretary of State, communicating, pur- 
| suant to law, the number of American seamen 
|| registered in each port of entry in the United 
| States, for the year 1834, &c., ahi was laid on 
the table and ordered to be printed. 

‘BILLS PASSED. 

aan following bills were read a third time and 

ssed: 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of James La- 
| tham, deceased; 
A bill supplementary to the act of 1802, for the 
| settlement and confirmation of certain land claims 
_ in the southeastern district of Louisiana; 

A bill to provide for the improvement of the 
harbor of Clinton river, in the Territory of Michi- 


1} 
} 





an; 
A bill from the Senate making appropriations 
| to complete certain roads in the Territory of Ar- 
kansas; 
A bill from the Senate providing for the im- 
rovement of the harbor at the mouth of the river 
Raisin; in the Territory of Michigan; 
A bill from the Senate authorizing the construc- 
tion of a railroad upon the public lands between 





epart- s : 
ment. The bill was made the special order of the | St. Marks and Tallahassee, in Florida; and 


day for Tuesday next, and the amendment was || 


A bill to provide for opening certain roads in 
|| the Territory of Arkansas, and for other pur- 


| 
OUGH, from the Committee on || = 
| Naval Affairs, reported a resolution setting apart 
this day, from twelve o’clock, m., for the con- | 
sideration of the motion to reconsider the vote 
rejecting the bill for the relief of Mrs. Susan Deca- | 


| O. H. DIBBLE. 


The motion heretofore made by Mr. Mercer, 
to reconsider the yote on the passage of a joint 
resolution authorizing the Secretary of the Treaa- 
ury to examine and adjust the claim of O. H. 
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Dibble, for materials, &c., furnished for the erec- | 
tion of a bridge across the Potomac, and report | 
the state of the same to Congress at its next ses- 
sion, was taken up 
After a few remarks from Messrs. MERCER | 
and BANKS, the motion to reconsider was agreed 
to 
Mr. BANKS, instracted by the Committee of 
Claims, and by unanim us consent, submitted an 
amendment to the resolution; which was agreed 





j 
i} 








LETTER FROM SECRETARY OF TREASURY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, cémmuni- 


| cating a list of balances on the books of the || 
| Treasury against collectors, &c.; which was laid 


on the table and ordered to be printed. 


WESTERN TERRITORY. 
The House then resumed the consideration of | 


the bill to provide for the establishment of the |, 


{| 
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act would burden the Territory of Arkansas and 

| the borders of other States to the same extent. 

| _ The amendment was agreed tw without a divis- 
ion 

| Mr.GILMER then moved to strike out the fol 

| lowing from the second section of the bill: “* And 

| that the right of such Indians or tribes shall be 

impaired by their being at any time formed into a 
territory.’’ 

Mr. FILLMORE then submitted theamendment 


to. || Western Territory, and for the security and pro- which he had attempted to introduce yesterday, 


The question recurring on the: passage of the || 
joint resolution, as amended, a desultory debate || 
of considerable length ensued, in which essrs. ] 
MERCER, BANKS,ANTHONY,FILLMORE, || 
and MINER participated. I] 

Mr. ANTHONY moved to recommit the reso- || 
lution to the Committee of Claims. | 

Mr. HILAND HALL moved the previous | 
question; which was seconded—ayes 80, noes 40. 

The House then determined that the main ques- || 
tion should be put. t 

The main question being, ** Shall the joint res- || 
olution pass?’’ it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 98, naye 75. 


SENATE BILLS. 


A bill from the Senate, granting to the borough 
of Mackinaw certain grounds for public purposes, 
was read the third time and passed. 


The following bills from the Senate were read | 


‘|| a few remarks in reply to the gentleman from 


‘tleman had objected to this bill because it pro- 
| vided for the employment of a military force; he 


| at the objection from that quarter, when all must | 
| recollect but too well the employment of military || 
| force in Georgia, to deprive a State of her just | 


|| rights. Mr. J. entered into a full defence of the || 


tection of emigrant and other Indian tribes therein. 

The question pending was the motion of Mr. 
Gumer to amend the second section of the 
bill, by inserting the words ‘‘lands within,”’ so 
as to read ** lands within said Territory.” 

Mr. SEABORN JONES, who was entitled to 
the floor, said the provisions of the bill had been 
sufficiently explained by the gentlemen from Ver- 
mont and Georgia, (Mr. Horace Evererr and 
Mr. Giumer.] Mr. J. wished, however, to make 


Massachusetts, (Mr. J.Q. Apams.} That gen- 


(Mr. J.) could not avoid expressing his surprise 


course that had been adopted and pursued by the 


twice and committed: || State of Georgia, arising out of the engagement 
A bill for the relief of the owners of the brig | entered into by the Government of the United 
Despatch and cargo; || States to extinguish the titles to the Indian lands 


A bill for the relief of Walter Loomis and Abel || 


Gay; 
bill for the relief of David Beard; 

A bill supplementary to the act granting lands | 
to certain exiles from Poland; and * 
A bill amendatory of the act for the punishment | 
of certain offences against the United States. 


THE FOUR YEARS’ LAW. 


A bill from the Senate to repeal the first and | 
second sections of the ** Act to limit the term of | 
office of certain officers therein named, and for | 
other purposes,’’ approved May Ist, 1820, was | 
read twice. 

Mr. ARCHER moved that the bill be committed | 
to a select committee. 

Mr. FOSTER moved that it be postponed to | 
Wednesday next, and made the special order for | 
that day. 

Mr. HUBBARD moved to commit the bill toa | 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and that it be printed. 

Mr. FOSTER said if the latter motion prevailed | 
it would be equivalent to sending the bill to the | 
tomb of the Capulets. He demanded the yeas | 
and nays on the motion; which were ordered. 

Mr. HUBBARD referred to the number of | 
appropriation and other important bills which | 
were necessary to be acted on. -He did not object 
to the postponement of the bill as proposed; but 





he was opposed to making it a special order. | 


Mr. ARCHER withdrew his motion to commit | 
to a select committee. 
The SPEAKER informed the House that there | 
were various special orders upon the Calendar, 
which would have precedence, and that the pres- 
ent bill could not be reached, if made the special | 
order for a particular day, unless the House by a | 
vote of two-thirds postponed all the previous | 
special orders, cae 
Mr. E. EVERETT inquired of the Chair if 
the bill was of a character which required its 
commitment? 
The SPEAKER replied that as the bill made no 
appropriation of money, its commitment was not | 
required by the rules of the House. 





' within her limits. Why had not the United | 
| States effected this sooner when they had done it | 

in other parts of the country? Because, by extin- 
| guishing the titles to Indian lands within the ter- 
| ritorial limits of other States the lands became the 
| property of the United States, but the United 
tates deriving no benefit from the lands in 
Georgia, had delayed carrying the compact into 
effect. He maintained that the whole blame rested 





uestion in Georgia, as she was bound to do, by 
ulfilling the obligations to which they were 
pledged under the treaty of 1802. Every appli- 
| cation made by Georgia, every memorial, every 
swer—No. When Georgia found the Cherokees 
about to erect themselves into an independent 


over those Indians. Was Georgia (said Mr. J.) 
to permit an imperium in imperio within her own 
limits? Could she permit this with peace and 
tranquillity to herself? Ought a sovereign State 
to permit it? Shecould not. What did she do? 
| She remonstrated with the General Government, 
| who paid no attention to her complaints; and 
Georgia was, consequently, driven to the expedi- 
ency of surveying the Cherokee country, and 
| enforcing obedience to her laws. This bill was 
| the measure that would effect what was desired 
| in that respect; and if gentlemen were sincere in 
| their professions of philanthropy, he called upon 
‘them to sustain it by their votes. Mr. J. con- 
| cluded by ‘announcing his intention of offering 
| sundry amendments to the bill as soon as the 
| House had passed upon the others under consid- 
eration. 

Mr. ASHLEY was opposed to the general 
eee of the bill, and said, at the proper time 








| 


principal objection was, that it was contrary to 

the spirit of the laws made by the Indians them- 
| selves. There was scarce an instance in which 
| laws were made for them by us with which they 
| were not dissatisfied. The only way, in his 
| opinion, to civilize the Indians, was to surround 
| them with civilization. He was in favor of giving 


| a certain portion of land to each, limiting them to || of the soil. 


Mr. HUBBARD withdrew his motion to com- || ® certain territory, and leaving them to make their 


mit. 


'own laws and regulations. He was quite sure 


on the United States for not putting an end to the || 


remonstrance, received but the monosyllabic an- | 


e should also propose some amendments. His | 


The motion of Mr. FOSTER was then agreed || that the Governor would become a despot, at least 

to. ~ the opinion of the ero a He ow 

; the case of murder. If an Indian were to be | 

DUTIES ON IMPORTS. executed by the order of the Governor, under our | 

A bil! from the Senate to suspend the operation || laws, it would excite general dissatisfaction among | 

of portions of the tenth and twelfth clauses of the || them; but if left to themselves, they would do 
seventh section of the act supplementary to the {| justice with alacrity. 

acts imposing duties on imports, of July, 1832, || One oe object of the bill was to relieve the 

was read twice and committed. ‘| State of Georgia of the Cherokees; but that very 








applicable to the Indian tribes in the State of New 
ork. It was to insert after the word tribes ‘and 

| Indians.’’ 

| Mr. HORACE EVERETT thought the amend- 

ment unnecessary. It was, however, agreed to. 

Mr. BATES then moved to strike out part of 
the same section, pledging the faith of the United 
| States. Agreed to—ayes 81. 

The question then recurred on Mr. Apams’s 
amendment to strike out the second section of the 
| bill. Negatived. 

Mr. ADAMS then waived for the present his 
| intended motion to strike out the third section. 

Mr. GILMER proposed a modification of the 
| same, relating to the appointment of the governor 
_ by the President of the United States, over the 
Cherokee, Choctaw, and Creek tribes of Indians. 

Mr. VINTON said it was a very important, 
and exceedingly imperfect bill, in some of its 


|| details; he would suggest that a further time be 





given for perfecting it before a motion should be 
| made for the previous question, which he under- 


|| stood to be the intention of the gentleman from 
|| Georgia, [Mr. Jones,] as soon as the amend- 


ments of the Committee on Indian Affairs should 
be acted on. 

Mr. JONES disclaimed such an intention. 

Mr. VINTON said he had some important 
amendments to offer, which he hoped would be 
permitted to be heard and incorporated in the bill. 

The amendment of Mr. GILMER was then 
adopted. 

Several other amendments, of a verbal charac- 
| ter, were then agreed to. 

Mr. VINTON then proposed to introduce an 
amendment, exterding the right of sitting in 
council to all the individuals in the community. 
He objected, too, that there was no provision in 
the bill setting forth whether their proceedings 
should be by quorum, or that the votes should 





government, she then extended -her jurisdiction be by a majority or e. minority; nor was there one 


for framing a code of laws; nor was the council 
compelled to keep a journal of ita proceedings. 
These points required to be corrected, and he 
should submit several amendments touching these 
subjects. 

Mr. V. then moved his first amendment, pro- 
viding that the existing chiefs or other Indians, 
holding or cultivating the soil, or engaged in the 
occupations of civilized life, should be eligible for 
members of the council for two years. 

Mr. H. EVERETT moved to strike out that 
part of the amendment, ‘‘ engaged in the occupa- 
tions of civilized life.”’ 

Mr. ASHLEY said he was opposed to the 
amendment, as inapplicable to the condition of the 
Indians. He would leave the whole subject to 
the Indians themselves, who always selected their. 
most intelligent men. 

Mr. H. EVERETT thought the word chiefs 
had better be omitted. 

Mr. VINTON said if the object of the bill was 
not to civilize the Indian, then the amendment to 
his-amendment ought to prevail, and not other- 
wise. If gentlemen would say such was not their 
object, he would better understand them. 

r. EVERETT, of Vermont, explained. 

Mr. SEVIER gave an explanation of the man- 
ner of the Indians with regard to the cultivation 
It was almost invariably in common, 
and not confined to a few. He hoped the amend- 
ment would be adopted. 

Mr. GILMER was in favor of the section as it 
stood, and any additions thought necessary might 
be made to it. 

After some further conversation between 
Messrs. VINTON, H. EVERETT, GILMER, 
and SEVIER, the amendment of Mr. EVERETT 
was agreed to—ayes 86, noes not counted. 

The question recurring on the amendment of 
‘Mr. Vinton, 
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Mr. GARLAND was opposed to the*restric- || the district of So 
m 


tions it would involve. 

Mr. VINTON and 
favor of it. ' | 

After some further conversation, the amend- | 
ment was agreed to. | 

Mr. POPE moved an adjournment of the, 
House. Negatived—ayes 56, noes 67. 

Mr. VINTON then moved an amendment, pro- 
viding that the council should keep a journal of 
its proceedings, that electors should be twenty- 
five years of age, &c. , 

Mr. GARLAND moved an amendntent to this 
amendment. , 

Mr. LOVE said he would leave the whole in- 
ternal regulations of these tribes to themselves. 


Mr. S. JONES argued in | 


After some remarks from Mr. EVERETT, of || 


Vermont, the question was then taken on the | 
amendment of Mr. GARLAND, and rejected. 

The amendment of Mr. VINTON was also 
rejected. : : 

Mr. GILMER moved to strike out the provi- 
sion giving the Governor the power, at all times, 
to adjourn the council. Agreed to. 

Mr. GILMER also proposed sundry verbal | 
amendments, which were agreed to. 

Mr. GILMER also proposed an amendment 
giving the Governor the pardoning power in cases 


to. 

Mr. DICKINSON moved to reconsider this 
vote ; which was agreed.to. 

The amendment was then withdrawn. 

Mr. ASHLEY offered a proviso, securing the 
rights of citizens of the United States, travelling 
in Missouri and on the wegtern frontier, pursuant 
and in conformity with treaties with the Osages, | 
which he briefly advocated. 

Mr. HUBBARD considered this subject suffi- 
ciently provided for in the first section of the bill, 
which he read. 

Mr. ASHLEY t 





specting the pardoning power vested in the Gov- 
ernor, &c. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Ohio, said he should ‘vote against 
the bill however it might be amended, for he was 
opposed to the whole principle of it. It would 
require the most profound attention and delibera- 
tion before it could be perfected. He warned the 
House that they were about organizing a new 
system of government in this country. The bill 
possessed not one single feature known to the 
Constitution. He could not vote for the bill under 
any consideration; but his respect for the commit- 
tee who reported it would induce him at a proper 
time to state his objections more at length. 

After a few remarks from Mr. H. EVERETT, 
Mr. S. JONES withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. DICKINSON proposed an amendment, to 
strike out the word ‘‘delegate’’ and insert ‘‘agent.’’ 

On motion of Mr. MINER, 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, February 23, 1835. 


Mr. HILL presented the credentials of the 
Hon. Henry Husparp, a Senator elect from the 
State of New Hampshire, for six years from and 
after the third of March next. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Miltary 
Affairs, reported a bill to increase the corps of 
engineers; which was read the first time, and or- 
dered to a second reading. 

Mr. BENTON, from the same committee, to 
which the resolution of Saturday last was referred, 
made a report, recommending appropriations to 
be inserted in the fortification bill for the repair of 
Fort Mifflin and Pea Patch, in the river Delaware. 

_Mr. McKEAN, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bills from the 
ouse granting pensions to Benjamin Holland 
and Isaac Eckwright, reported them, severally, 
without amendment; also, a bill from the House 
for the relief of Josiah H. Brown and John 
Conkin, with the expression of opinion, by the 
committee, against its 

Mr. CLAYTON, from t 
tee, reported the bill from the 
additional compensation to the dis 


e. 

he Judiciary Commit- 
House granting 
trict attorney for 


| 





ered the rep 
|| the case o 

| ferring the same to the Solicitor of the Treasury 
|| to be inquired into and to make a report to Con- 
| gress, was adopted. 


| composed of New Jersey and Pennsylvania, with 


| 
hen withdrew the amendment. || 
Mr. S. JONES then offered an amendment re- || 


_ THE 





Pensions, reported the bills from the House for 
the relief of Captain Cole, a Seneca Indian chief, | by another circuit. 
and for the relief of Solomon Case. 


sions to Justin Cobband George C. Seaton, without || the object of this bill. 


amendment. good of the people. 


sidered, as in Committee of the Whole, the bill for 
|| the relief of Lemuel Porter, and it was ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading. 


| 














! 


| in a year. 


i 


| suggested by Mr. FrRELINGHUYSEN, 


| it was a perfect monstrosity. 


| Mexico to Lake Michigan—from the torid to the | 


| affecting their interests, neither he nor his col- | 


| sulted ? 


| which was suggested at his instance. 


CON 


uth Carolina, without amend- || 


ent. 
Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on | 
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ee 


it, and then you are to take a huge leap over Ten- 
nessee and Kentucky, the Cumberland and Ohio 
rivers, and then alight on the borders of Lake 
Michigan. The middle of this distance is cut off 
Can such a circuit be thought 


| possible for practical purposes? The only result 


Mr. PRENTISS, from the same committee, | can be to answer a temporary purpose, and an 
reported the bills from the House granting pen- || object which is not visible on its face. What is 


| 
t 


LEMUEL PORTER. 
On motion of Mr. PORTER, the Senate con- 


| 
| 
i} 


i 


| 
if 


SILENCE ELLIOT. 
On motion of Mr. LEIGH, the Senate consid- 


ort of the Judiciary Committee upon 
Silence Elliot; and the resolution re- 


| 
i] 
} 
i} 


i 
II 


| 
| 


CIRCUIT COURT JURISDICTION. 
On motion of Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, the 


nited States. | 
[This bill provides for consolidating the circuits 


that composed of Delaware and Maryland, and || 
requiring Judge Baldwin to hold the circuit courts 
in the Delaware and Maryland circuit, so as to | 
obviate the necessity of appointing a Judge of the 
Supreme Court in that circuit, and thereby to ex- | 
tend the circuit system to the western States. } 
The blanks in the bill having been filled up for || 
the times of sitting of the several courts, d&c., as 


a 
! 





Mr. BENTON rose and said, he could not per- 
mit this bill to go through the Senate without 
making every resistance to it which it was in his 
power to put forth; for as it regarded his district 
t gave them a ju- | 
dicial circuit which extended, from the Gulf of | 


frigid zone; and proposed to give them one term || 
The gentleman had better have made 
it like those planets whose circles are once in twen- | 
ty years. r. B. said that on this bill, so directly 


league had been consulted. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Does the honor- | 
able gentleman’s colleague say he was not con- 


Mr. LINN replied that he had been spoken to 
by the gentleman with respect to one of the 
amendments which has just been made to the bill, 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN observed that he | 
heard that some of the western gentlemen were | 
consulted, not with respect to filling the blanks it | 
was true. 

Mr. BENTON continued. He believed the || 
gentleman near him from Alabama, (Mr. Krna,] || 
was not consulted. The two gentlemen from II- 
linois were not consulted; so that there were six | 
Senators with whom there had not been the slight- | 
est consultation upon the structure of this bill. 
It is the first time in the history of the American 
Senate of a bill having been framed, making pro- 
vision for three entire States without consultation 
with the six Senators of those States; and there- 
fore, when this bill was reported, he determined 
it should not pass without emphatical opposition | 
from him before the Senate and the whole Ameri- | 





|| the ship and let him go to the bottom.’’ 
| Senate proceeded to the consideration, as in | 
|| Committee of the Whole, of the bill supplementa- | 
| ry to the act to amend the judicial system of the 


where the punishment should be death. Agreed | || and perform such duties. 


| them. Sir, (said 
| more than mere appearances to induce the people 
|| to suppose that this bill is introduced for the pur- 


,and eight associate judges of 


Certainly nothing for the 


Mr. B. had seen in some of the papere that he 
ior B.) had moved to go into executive session, 
or the despatching the executive business on hand. 
He had made no such motion, nor any movement 
in favor of such anomination as that alluded to. 
But it was made forty days ago. Do we suppose 
here that the people are blind, and that every body 
don’t know that we have slept? and now, at the 
end of the forty days, we are to be bamboozled, and 
that western Senators are to suffer such a bill to 
pass without opposing it? There isan old maxim, 
that ** There are many ways to kill a dog;’’ and 


|| ** There are two ways to drown a man.”’ One is 


to throw him overboard, and another is to ‘ “ 
He 
might speak in enigmas, but they would be per- 
fectly intelligible, to Senators at least. Mr. B. 
said no man would consent to receive the salary 
He then alluded to 
the number of circuits and terms in the Eastern 
States, and contended that there was ne impar- 
tiality in extending the proposed circuit over such 
an immense district, giving it to only one term a 
year. Itis said to be only deluding the people 


| with expectations which they will never realize. 


What is the complaint with respect to the present 


|| organization? It is that there is now no judge on 


the Supreme Court bench having a knowledge of 
the practice of the civillaw. And ifa judge from 
the North should be sent to New Orleans the same 
difficulty would exist—he would have no knowl- 
edge of the civil law. There ought, therefore, to 


|| be a judge upon the Supreme Court bench from 


Louisiana. He said he had not seen the bill, and 
therefore did not know how this judge was to be 
shot from one end of this circuit to the other; how 
you are to transport him, By steam? There is 
no steam to effect it. And to get over land from 
New Orleans to Lake Michigan, must depend on 
a series of connecting conveyances. fe thought 
we ought to wait for organizing this circuit till we 
have arrived at a greater art in «rial navigation. 
Or perhaps the judge might in his journeys south, 
be transported by one of those flights of wild 

eese which periodically emigrate from the north, 
if he could manage to have his car attached to 
r. B.) it will require something 


ose of extending judicial circuits to the West. 
e say that this circuit should be given to Louis- 


| jana; and although we desire its benefits also, yet 


ive it to Louisiana, and wait 
till justice can be done us under the census of 
1840. Wecome in to the aid of Louisiana, and 
therefore we are willing that the bill should be 
amended so as to give to her two courts a year, 
and a judge of the Supreme Court. The amend- 
ment proposes that there shall be a chief justice 
that court; the 
eighth circuit to be formed of Louisiana, Alabama, 
and Mississippi, and the judge to be appointed in 
that circuit, and to reside there. There is alsoa 
section in the amendment providing for trans- 
ferring the business of the district court into the 
he a which he believed was wanting in 
the bill. 


we are willing to 





can people. This important bill is brought u 
here during a short session, and at the eleventh | 
hour, for rearranging the whole judicial system | 


of the United States. As regards filling these | 


blanks, Mr. B. said, that so far as Missouri was 
concerned, as to time, he had as lief it was filled 
with doomsday, and as to distance, with the anti- 

odes. His constituents would not be bamboo- 









zied with sucha bill. A circuit of such extent 
was mockery, mockery, mockery to the people of 
Missouri. nder the name of a circuit court, 
there is a total impossibility in the way of carry- 
ing it into execution. No man, who is fit tobe a 
judge, wil! suffer himself to be appointed for it. 
‘Look at the circuit. Louisiana is at one end of 


; 
} 
‘ 


Mr. B. concluded by presenting an amendment 
conforming to his views, which he moved to have 
printed to be offered asasubstitute for the bill; that 
the bill be laid on the table, and that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. BENTON withdrew the motion to lay the 
| bill on the table, at the request of 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, who observed, that 
| he did not expect that this bill would have met 
| with such a reception from the gentleman from 

Missouri. When the gentleman said the bill was 
a monstrosity, and that his constituents were bam- 


| boozled by it, he (Mr. F.) was neither converted, 
convinced, nor intimidated. He was prompted 
to introduce this bill by the frequent messages of 
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the President of the United States on the subject; 
and if the honorable gentleman’s constituents had 
been bamboozied by it, it was done at the sugges- 
tion of the President of the United States. When 
we look at the map and see the situation of Mis- 
sissippi, Louisiana, and Missouri, and see that 
the judge can travel the whole distance by steam, 
Mr. F. believed that many gentlemen could be 


found, who would accept the appointment. Sup- | 
pose he does ship from the torrid to the frozen | 


zone, and he can administer justice by it, why 
should he not do it? He could well conceive how 
gentlemen with western aspirations should desire 
to see ten judges on the bench instead of seven. 
[Mr. F. here read a passage from the President’s 
late message.] Here is the very enlargement of 
the circuit court system, the very bamboozling 
which is recommended by the President. A va- 
cancy has happened in the Maryland district, and 
by giving that district to the judge who presides 
in Pennsylvania and New Jersey, that extension 
which the President recommends, can be given to 
the West. And the circuit spoken of will be one 
of the pleasantest in the United States, and the 
couris in it will be held in the pleasantest months 
ofthe year—April, May,and June. Thequestion 
then is, is the Senate prepared to avail itself of the 
chasm, which enables us to effect this tag 
if.we let the opportunity pass, it may be long 
before one so favorable may be presented again. 
Mr. PORTER said he was ree eat & situated 
in this matter. He was between his friends on 
both sides; but he hoped to be able to say what 
would reconcile both of them. It was of no im- 
portance what were the motives of the originators 
of the bill or the amendment; for as to dodging 
any question connected with this or any other 
subject, he dodged nothing. He thanked the 
genueman from Missouri for foregoing the benefits 
of the proposed system, and giving it to the south- 
west; for (said Mr. P.) the present system is so 
grievous that we cannot bear it much longer. He 
thought the honorable gentleman’s amendment 
was the best possible plan that could be suggested. 
To avoid the inconvenience of an increase of the 
judges, he thought it the best plan that could be 
hiton. In Louisiana, the whole of our jurispru- 
dence is based upon the civil law; but what is her 
situation? When her cases are tried and brought 
to the Supreme Court, there is not a judge on the 
bench who has any knowledge of it. The requi- 
site knowledge cannot be acquired from books, 
but only by applying its principles to the affairs 
of men. There is no man on the bench who is 
acquainted with its principles, and it cannot be 
endured much longer. He begged gentlemen to 
arrange it in such way, now that itis in their 
ower, as to give us the benefits of the system. 
Fie hoped the amendment would prevail; but if it 
did not, he asked the honorable gentleman from 
Missouri whether it was not better to take half a 
loaf than no bread? For fourteen years we have 


been struggling in the West to get the benefits of 


the circuit court system. The justice of Congress 
has been applied to without avail. He deprecated 
waiting longer; and he now gave notice that, if he 
could not get the amendment, he was willing to 
go for the original bill. He asked the honorable 
Senators why they would nottake the gentleman 
from the fourth circuit, and give him to Illinois, 
Indiana, and Missouri, and let us have, for the 
eighth circuit, Louisiana, Alabama, and Missis- 
sippi? But the inconvenience the gentleman from 
Missguil spoke of was not so great. A man could 
travel easier from New Orleans to Missouri than 
Judge McLean could go from Ohio to Tennessee 
and Kentucky. He put it tothe honorable gen- 
tleman from New Jersey whether the amendment 
did not fully meet his views? 

Mr. EWING aaid, he did not see much force in 
the Senator’s [Mr. Benron’s] objection,on the 
ground that the Senators whose States were inter- 


ested in the bill had not been consulted. The res- 
olution directing the investigation of the subject 
The subject 
He | 
would ak why did not the Senators go to the | 
committee with their suggestions, if they were de- | 
sirous of making any to them. But the floor of | 
the Senate was the proper place for suggestions. | 
The honorable Senator objected to the extent of 
the districts, representing the sessions of the court | 


was presented some weeks since. Y 
had been before the Senate since that time. 





| year as two. 
|| ery! 


| 


|| some other way of giving two judges to the South 
He would, however, accept of one if || ‘ Indiana, Illinois, and Missouri.” 
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| to be like the long periodic returns of an eccentric 
‘comet. But what were the purposes of these 
courts? They were not to decide cases at common 
law between man and man, but tribunals where 
the foreigner and citizen might plead. It was not 


| considered so great a favor in his (Mr. E.’s) State, 
to be dragged into the courts of the United States. | 


The citizens generally preferred their own cvurts, 
as the expense was much more in the district 
court than in the State courts. The great ends of 


| justice would be as well answered by one court a 
The Senator called the bill a mock- | 


But surely it would answer all the wants 
of those States. Why should they complain? 
Because they cannot be sued in the 
He 


| trict, as if it was impossible for a judge to travel 
| through it. Mr. E. said, that five or six weeks 
would be sufficient for Louisiana, and a week or 
| two for each’ of the other States. The honorable 
gentleman could not be serious in his objections 
in regard to the judge’s transporting himself from 
place to place. The great natural advantages 
afforded for steamboat navigation furnished a safe 
| and expeditious communication between all parts 
| of the district, excepting about one hundred miles 
| between the Mississippiriver and Vandalia. Yet he 
| has told you about flying, and being drawn by 
wild geese. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, said he recollected 
| well that they had been deprived of the benefits of 
| the circuit system on account of gentlemen being 
| unable to make up their minds as to the mode of 
bestowing it. Ifthe system was good, the new 
States should have the benefit of it; if not, the old 
States should give itup. He was willing the dis- 
tricts should be formed on geographical principles, 
| and so constructed as to be permanent, and ex- 
| tend to allthe States alike. The additional ex- 
| pense ought not to prevent gentlemen from giving 
| these benefits to the South and West. He re- 


j 


| gretted that the subject had not been brought for- 


| ward at an earlier partof the session. He thought || 


| it would be better to send back the bill to the 
| committee, with instructions to report the bill 
| giving an additional judge to Louisiana, Alabama, 
| and Mississippi. 


| Mr. BIBB said there was one circumstance the | 


| advocates of the bill seemed not to have regarded. 


| Those six States had, for more than fourteen years, | 
| been denied the benefits of the circuit system. | 
There, life and death depended upon the opinion | 


| of a single judge. In a civil case, also, his opinion 
| was decisive. Congress had gone on, forgetting 
strange that ina new country, where so many 
difficulties arose, the rights of the citizens should 
depend on a single voice. In those six States 
were many criminal cases, especially in Louisiana, 
where crimes, committed on the high seas, were 
brought, all of which were decided by a single in- 
dividual, who was a judge of an inferior grade, 
and limited abilities. 

His opinion was, that the Supreme Court and 
the district courts ought to beseparated. Mr. B. 
said party feeling had too much to do with the 
subject. The question often became what Presi- 
dent was to appoint the judge? In the dissensions 


forgotten. It was a burning shame! He was 
willing to make seven judges do all the business, 
but still should prefer an additional circuit, as the 
wants of the new States, about to be admitted 
into the Union, must be provided for. 

Mr. BLACK said the system should be abol- 
ished altogether, or be extended to all alike. The 
great objection to extending the system was en- 
larging the number of judges. The only way 
then was to enlarge the circuits. He was in favor 
of abolishing the fourth altogether, or to provide 


| and West. 

| he could get no more. But he had come to the 

| determination, that if the old States withheld the 
a judge. 


nal bill to the amendment. 


new States. 
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nited States | 
| court instead of their own county courts? 
\\ also told you of the extent of the proposed dis- 


that justice was the most sacred privilege. It was || 


about politics, the claims of justice were too often | 


extension of the judicial system, he had given the || eternal cry of injustice from the new States. 
last vote he ever intended to give for appointing || did not deny that all the States ought to be on the 


[t had struck him as | 
a favorable opportunity for giving a judge to the 





___ February 23. 


oo 

| Mr. BUCHANAN said, he should not have 
risen & make any remarks upon the subject; but 

_ he believed the propitious moment had at length 
arrived when justice might be done to the West 
The people of the western States had a right to 
complain, and to complain loudly, that the circuit 
court system had never been extended to them 
It must be admitted, however, that their Repre- 
sentatives, in this and the other House, had, ina 
= degree, been the cause of this injustice, 
hilst he had been a member of the House of 
Representatives, he had exerted all his feeble 
ee first under the lead of the gentleman from 
assachusetts, (Mr. Wesster,] and afterwards 

as chairman of the Judiciary Committee, to do 
justice in this particular to the western States. 


|, Every effort had hitherto been in vain, chiefly for 
| want of a cordial and united effort of the western 
|| gentlemen themselves. 

|| Although no practical benefit has yet resulted 


| 
| 


from the repeated discussions of this subject, yet 


|| @ great and important principle has been settled. 


|| At first, many gentlemen whose opinions were 
| entitled to great consideration thought it best to 
|, detach the Judges of the Supreme Court from cir- 
|, cuit duties, and convert them into a mere court of 
appeals. He believed that very few, if any, now 
| entertained such an opinion. The truth was, that 
||no man can be a useful Judge of the Supreme 
|| Court, who has not an opportunity of acquiring 
|, a practical knowledge on the circuit of the con- 
| flicting and ever-varying laws of the different 
States. Itis thus, and thus only, that he can 
| bring with him to Washington and contribute his 
|| proportion of that sort of local State law which 
|| can never be acquired in any other manner, The 
| judges of a mere appellate tribunal never could 
and never would acquire, by study alone, a suffi- 
cient knowledge of twenty-four distinct and clash- 
|| ing systems of the State laws and customs. 
| Ithas then been established, that our present 
| judicial system shall not be abandoned. This 
|| being the case, no man can doubt but that it must 
be extended to the six western States. Nature 
| herself has clearly divided these States into two 
|| circuits. The three southwestern States, Alaba- 
| ma, Mississippi, and Louisiana, ought to form one 
circuit; and the three northwestern States, Indiana, 
Illinois, and Missouri, the other. Before he sat 
|| down heshould make a motion to recommit the 
bill to the Judiciary Committee, with instructions 
to create those two circuits. 

Mr. B. believed that the circuit as proposed by 
|| the bill under consideration was far too extensive. 
|| It was possible indeed that the judge might be 
able to travel over it, though the places of holding 
|| the courts were very remote from each other. But 
‘| was there nothing more necessary? The judge 
|| must acquire an accurate kno™ 'edge of the laws 
|| of each of the States within his circuit. This was 
|| a work of time and of labor. Every State in the 
|| Union had its own system of laws; and these were 
constantly changing, according to the will of 
| twenty-four distinct Legislatures. If a judge were 
|| to be kept constantly on the road, he could never 
‘| acquire the knowledge necessary to make him 
|| useful to the country. The pecmnens circuit was 
|| greatly too large. He would again repeat, that 
nature had already formed the two circuits in the 
West, which he should propose to establish. 
Alabama, Mississippi, and Louisiana, were not 
'(|more closely connected by their position, than 
|| they were in feeling and in interest. The same 
| might be said of Indiana, lilinois, and Missouri. 
He trusted the time had now arrived when these 
circuits might be formed. In order totry *’+sense 
of the Senate upon the subject, he now u.vved, 

*¢ That the bill be recommitted to the Commit- 
‘tee on the Judiciary, with instructions to amend 
* the bill, to create two new circuits, the one tocon- 
|‘ sist of the States of Louisiana, Alabama, and 
||* Mississippi, and the other of the States of 
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Mr. CLAY wished to make a few remarks, to 
|| vindicate the General Government against = 
e 


same footing. He cared but little what method 


Mr HENDRICKS said he preferred the origi- || was adopted; he had no objection to increasing 
the number of judges; he would even go as far as 
twelve. The Supreme Court of the United States 
was ng ordinary court. It was a high political 
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